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5 * plain PRorostrions, DE Oh to 
the ſerious Conſideration of all thoſe who ay be 


England, and revolt to that of Rome. 


'Þ A Paper, pretended to be an ANSWER to the 
[7 es fs . foregoing Propoſitions. An 


{y * | UI. e at large, upon the ſaid 3 
Anſwer, by the Author of the Propoſitions. 


Qccaſio 
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** . af theirs were the Mother and Miſtreſs of all the Chri- 


661 ſtian Churches; or that the Doctrines, now taught in 


10 : GH Ts: it, were the ue Old Religion, without Addition or A 


an on that their Pope is the Supreme Head and 


e Infallible Judg e of all; (not to enlarge here, by an Enu- 
8 4 meration of 8 ther controverted Points: ) it requires 


2 litthk more, than an honeft Heart and unprejudiced Fulg- 


nent, in any one, to be clearly convinced, That, ta. for- 


N ſale "the Church of England, and 2 with that of 


. Roms, i 76” 995 being the ſafe 5 to N . 
* Lond. W v. N 55 1 95 ut, 57. he e 
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under any Temptation to forſake the Church of 


Wan ith a PREFACE, ſhewing the ſpecial Reaſons and . 


. the Emi aries of Rome loaft ener fo much, as 


5 . Printed by T. GARDNER; oppoſite St. Clement 0 Chujch, ; N 


in the Strand, for the Author. | 
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PREFACE. 


HOEVER engageth in Contro- 
verſy ought to be well perſuaded. 
at leaſt in his own Mind, that his 


Cauſe is juſt; and as well pre- 


pared alſo to ftand firm againſt the various R.. 
marks and Cenſures which may be expected from 


Opponents... And therefore, as I was perſonally - 


concerned (without any of my own ſeeki ng) in 
what here follows, I could not be wanting in 


Duty to the Church, my Mother, to offer my 
Mite towards ber Serge, (ſmall as it 164) 


Succeſs in ſo good a Cauſe, and encouraging my- 
felf in the Proſecution of it, by the Remembrance 


e a wiſe Axiom of St. Gregory the Great, that 
Nothing is more ſafe to be defended than Ho- 


neſty, nothing more eaſy to be ſpoken thag 
Truth. 


| Now, the cate of what follows 0 this : : 
A young Man (for whom 1 had entertain d a very 


truſting in Divine Providence for Afſflance and 


good Opinion and friendly Regard). after having, 


for ſome Time, with great Decency and Devo-. 


tron , frequented the Divine Service.of the Church 
of England, in 4 Congregation where i , my 


Duty to MHciate, came to me, remingly full of 


| Ty rouble in Mind, through religio ous Scruples, 


* 


— 
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cConceived (as he told me) by the Peruſal . "= 


Book or two, which he ſhew'd me, and profeſſing 


much Serrow, for that he had already made ſome 
too haſty Advances towards Communion with the 
. Church of Rome, without previous Conſultation. 


' T foon perceived, that his Curiofity had led 
him into Converſation with ſome of thoſe ſubtle 
8 who compaſs Sea and Land to make 

roſelytes; and that their Artifices and Inſinua- 
tions had made ſome Impreſſion upon him. But, 


hoping that he was yet ſo free from Prejudice, 
as not to be paſt Recovery, I pointed to ſeveral 
5 of the erroneous Principles contain'd in thoſe 


23 ; and fhew'd him, that they were made up 


- of ale Objections,. and groundleſs Cavils, new- 
| 2 4, which had been, over and over, detected 
and diſprov d, in the Popiſh Controverſy.” After 


which, confidering that the ſeveral tontroverted 


Points of Doctrine would require more Time (at 
leaſt) than he was Maſter of, to examine with 
due Attention, 1 thought it the beſt and ſhorteſt 
Way for us both, to flrike at the Root of the 

Controverſy ; which,” being once ſhaken, might 


render it needleſs to go through the f after 


| the part! cular Branches. 


' With'this View I drew up, and gave bim in 
Writing,” the Five PROPOSITIONS, Which are 
hereunto ſubjoind; promi ng, that if theſe were 


previouſly adjuſted, b could be . fairly diſ. 


prov d, I would be ready to enter into the more 


4 Ro Points in OY iT way E 
2 
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F A Q B.: * 
A length I received from him the Paper here 
following, incloſed in a ſhort Letter, dated Fri- 
day, 23 Sept. But, without waiting to ſee what 
I was preparing in Reply, he ſoon ſent me @ 
| Letter, in the very Words here following: 


Þ RE 


* Rev. Sir, | 5 _ 
1 Have taken this Opportunity of returning 
: 1 my ſincere Thanks for all the Trouble 1 
© have given you: But, after the moſt ſerious 
© Conſideration, I muſt own that I believe the 
Roman Catholick to be the ancient and true 
Church of Chriſt. And I am fully con- 
* vinced, that they teach nothing repugnant to 


the Word of God. For I have examined 


© every Article of their Faith with the greateſt 
© Striftneſs, and find every one of their Proofs 
in my own Bible. 80 that I ſhall no longet 
doubt of this or t'other Article of Faith be- 
_ * cauſe I can't comprehend it; for I am afraid 
< it would in Time make me diſbelieve the 
© Whole. Therefore I think it moſt prudent 
to ſubmit to the Decifion of the Church. 
For I muſt own, that I have not Philo- 
© ſophy enough to hold an Argument with a 
Gentleman of your Learning. And as I 
* have now removed all Dont Cour my Mind, 
J am determin'd to have no. more Diſ- 
< putes of any Kind, nor give any further 
Trouble; but will continue a. Member of 
that Church, let the Conſequence be how it 
© will. You ſeem to think, Sir, that ſome 
Motive of Intereſt prompted me to change, 
TTT bot 
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but I can juſtify the contrary to God and the 
© whole World. And I have great Reaſon to. 
© believe it will prove the Reverſe. For 1 


| © have not a Relation or Friend, but would 


* perſecute me to the utmoſt, were they to 
* know it, which has been my only Reaſon 
* for hitherto keeping it ſecret. And as you, 
Sir, were kind enough to promiſe me, when 


I firſt call'd upon you, not to divulge it, I 


© muſt ſtill entreat the ſame Favour, for the 
above Reaſons; and I. ſhall always look upon 
it as a particular Piece of Friendſhip, and 
will be ready, on every Occaſion, to acknow- 
0 ledge my Gratitude for all Favours. 1 =, 


. 

With the greateſt Efteem, 
Friday, 28 Of. © Your obliged and moſt 
e © Obedient Sen, 


- 


8 upon the Receipt of this extraor- 


dinary Declaration of his pre- ee Apoſ= 


zaſy, I return'd him an Anſwer, which may 


give the Reader a more full and clear State of 
the Caſe between us, and e the * 14 
8 a true Copy, VIZ, . 


8 1 RI | Alx Saint Day, 157. 


Received yours, of laſt Friday's Date, 
with Aſtoniſhment, after ſo many re- 


1] 


* peated Profeſſions of your fincere Attac ment 
0 the Truth only ! | 1 35 


: von 


P R E F A SE. 0 
tYou may remember, your firſt coming to 
© my Chapel was your own voluntary Act; "and 
© the laſt Time I ſaw you there was at the 
© Altar, which gave me reaſon to believe you 
© were ſer10üls, and well knew What you were 
about. | 
When you imparted to ris the Doubts 
: which had poſleſs'd you, and the Books from 
© whence they had their Riſe, I pointed to ſe- 
* veral Fallactes, by which the Romiſh Emiſſa- 
© ries are apt to ſeduce the Unwary. And, in 
order to give you that Satisfuction, which 
f Jou then ſeem'd anxiouſly to defire, 1 gave 
you in Writing v plain Propoſitions, which 
I recommended to your ſerious Conſideration, 
© and which, I am confident, are ſufficient to 
* keep any ſenſible and fincere Perſon {who had 
© been well inſtructed in the true Principles of 
the Church of England) from any Danger of 
©revolting to that of Rome. At the ſame Time, 
I made you a fair Offer, that, if any one 2 
would attempt the Difproof of thoſe previous 
_ © Propoſitions, in Writing, in ſuch a Manner ass 
becomes a Chriſtian, a Scholar, and a Gentle= 
* man, T would return him a proper Reply with 
« all due Reſpe&. 
After two Months Expectation, there was 
© Teft for me a Paper, importing ſuch an Anſwer; 
©and I had good Reaſon to depend upon your 
waiting a competent Time for my Reply, as 1 
had done for the Anſiver. 5 
In the mean Time, while I was preparing 
. full Alnmeer of TY ky every 
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26, modern Rome, in all the Points in — 
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© Doubt that could remain in an honeſt Mind, 


* (and that too, not a very difficult Taſk, 
from any Thing alledged in the pretended 


* Anſwer) I may well think you very haſty, in 


the Declaration you now make, of your having 

© remov'd all Doubts from your Mind, and being 

© DETERMIN'D TO HAVE NO MORE Dis- 

* PUTES OF ANY KIND! | 

© You ſay, You believe the Roman Catholic 
© 70 be the ancient and true Church of Chriſt ; 

* and are fully convinced, that they teach nothing 


© repugnant to the Word of God. Now, this is 


* the very Point in Queſtion; of which you 
© have yet ſeen but one Side, and therefore you 
* can't truly affirm, that your preſent Belzef is 
© well grounded after- the moſt ſerious Confidera- 
© 207, But | 5 
© You ſay, You have examin'd every Article 
* of their Faith, with the greateſt Strifineſs, and 
* find every one of their Proofs in your own Bible. 
But, is not this one of the very Things, againſt 
* which your new Guides make fo loud a Cla- 
* mour, the depending upon your oem PRIVATE 
5 " JupovienT in Articles of Faith? No! you'll 
© fay, tis rather a Point of Prudence, and a 


Sub miſton to the Decifion of the Church ! But 


this, I muſt tell you, is a dangerous Miſtake, 
© and fo you would have found it, if you had 
© not been, too raſhly, hurried out of your own 


3 © Depth. For, the Decifion of the Church (I 


mean, the CaTHoL1c Church of. Chrift, pro- 
© perly ſo call'd) is expreſly contrary to that of 


© Wi 


1 
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. Fe 


7 A1 a IONS” 


FR. BFA 0 
*© with the Church of England; as I am able, 
and ready, to prove, to the Conviction of all, 
© whoſe Eyes are not blinded: with. Prejudices 
© againſt the Truth. 
However, ſince you ſeem to 1 ſo infallibly © 
« ſure of the Truth of your preſent Perſuaſion, 
* as to declare that you /ball no longer doubt f 
© this or tother Article of Faith, becauſe yon 
© can't comprehend it, and for this extraordinary | 
| 5 Reaſon, becauſe you are afraid it would in 
* Time make you DISBELIEVE THE WHOLE; 
© (as if the Chri/tian Faith were ſo infallibly aſ- 
© certain'd in the preſent Articles of the modern 
* Church of Rome, that you muſt neceſſarily 
_ © believe them ALL, or Nor HIN) I can't paſs 
© this, without a ſerious Expoſtulation, upon 
« ſome few, of the many Points in Controverſy. 
© Let me therefore aſk you, in the Name of 
* God, and as you muſt ANSWER IT AT. THE. 
LAST Dax]; Can you ſo firmly believe, as to 
© admit of 10 longer Doubt, that, in the Sacra- 
ment of the Euchariſt, there is truly, really, 
* and SUBSTANTIALLY contained wWNOLE 
© CurisT, - God-Man, Body and Blood, Bones, 
: * Nerves, Soul and Divinity, under the Species 
* or APPEARANCE (only) of Bread and Wane? 
* That the s aMEe Body, which was born of the 
2 Virgin, and is now. in Heaven, is in the Sa- 
* crament? That, upon Conſecration,, there ts 
* a. Converfion of the whole Subſtance of the Bread 
* znto the, Subſlance of Chriſt's Body; "—_— of the _ 
_ * whole ns of * Nine into the — : 


w 


< and wed are the Arcades ip of Bread ad 
* Wine; the Savour, Colour and Quantity o 


© Bread" and Wine, without any of their Sub 5 


Aance; ; but, under thoſe Actidents, there is 
"ONLY the Bady and Blood of Chriſt? | 
Can you believe, and no longer Aube, that 
: this holy Sacrament is duly adminiſterd to 
© the People, only in one Kind, when they are 
denied the Cup; NoTWITHSTANDING ('tis 
confeſs d, that) 22 ; himſelf inſtituted the 

© ſame to be received 1n Bo TH KIxDõs?ü˖ 
Can you believe, and no longer doubt, that 
_ © Divine Worſhip is due, or can be paid, with- 
© out. Danger of Idolatry, to the Conſecrated 25 
Hoſt, if the IN TEN Io of the Conſecrator is 
3 abſolutely neceſſary to the Being of a Sacrament ? 

© And yet, ot 2 I ſu js your Confeſſor 
© will fall you the coli) all theſe [Things 
Tad many more, as novel and unprimitive) 
* you muſt believe! or elſe you can't be, and 
© continue a Member (what you call) the Ro- 
nan Catholic Church. For, that Church has 
_. © expreſly injoin'd theſe; and other new Articles 
_ © of Faith, (never held, or thought of, in the 
© primitive Ages) under no leſs a Sanction, than 


© the dreadful P Pains of DAM NATION! 


_ © Conſider well therefore, (I beſcech you u) 


\ how raſh and hazardous a Reſolution that is, 


here you declare yourſelf ſo peremptorily 4 
© fermin'd to contiriue a Member of that Cburcb, 


bre Tus .CONSEQUENCE BE HOW IT WILL | 3 


The Queſtion is of the laſt Importance, No 5 
4 less 1 1 eternal — or * depends 


e 5 


— 2 
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2 * fai thful Diligence, to baniſh and drive away 
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« upon it, as the Conſequence of its Determina- 
en: And, ſo long as you perſiſt in your 


* now-declar'd Reſolution, 70 have no more Di. 


© outes of any Kind, you wilfully ſhut your 
Eyes againſt the Means of Conviction, and 

© conſequently render your own Salvation (at 
beſt but) doubtful ! | 
As to any Morive of Interef, that might | 
be ſuppos'd to prompt you to change, I am no 
Way concern'd to meddle with it. The 
* Change itſelf is the Thing, againſt which it 


6 behoves me to enter my Proteſt ; and, as vou 
© were pleas'd to apply to me, as a Caſuift, in : 


© this Caſe of Conſcience, (which is of the hioh- 
* eſt Importance to the Spiritual Intergſt of us 
© both to all Eternity, whatever we may think 
* of other Temporal Motives) I can't be ſilent, 
© without violating my own Conſcience, and 
© the ſolemn Promiſe and Vow made, before 
_ © God and his Church, 70 be ready, with all 


| * all erroneous and ſtrange Doctrines contrary to a 
© God's Word; and to uſe both public and private 
* Monitions and Exhortations, as Need ſhall re- 


ure, and Occafion ſhall be given. 


© In a conſcientious Regard of this Duty, it 


was, that, when you firſt open'd your Caſe I 
. worms profefling much Sorrow and Com- 


punetion, for having unwarily gone a great 
Length in Compliance, without Conſultation, 


my Compaſſion for your melancholy Caſe in- 5 ; 


e duced me readily to do my faithful Endeavour, 
7 A you 0 Peace of Mind and Con- . 
0 5 ; ¶ſcience, 


i P R E F A O F. 
© ſcience, by ſhewing you how erroneous thoſs 
© Do#rines were, by which you had been art- 
* * fully drawn aſide: And, at the ſame Time, - 
out of perſonal F riendſhip, I was the more 
© eaſily prevail'd with to promiſe you, not 10 


di vulge the Slip you had already made; hoping 


* ſtill, from = favourable Opinion of your 
: © good Senſe and unprejudiced Judgment, that 
© you would ſoon be ſet right again, by ſound 
* Arguments, founded upon unqueſtionable Au- 
© thority. | 

But now, to my great Surprize, I find he 
* much I was miſtaken. You had launch'd 
into the Deep, before you call'd for my Hand 
* to help you ; and when it was ready, you 
$ 7 truſted to a new and ſtrange Pilot to conduct 
Jou to an unknown Coaſt! In plain Terms, 
© you ſeem to have call'd upon me, as it were 
* only, en paſſant, in your Way to Rome; as if 
Jou would have it inſinuated, that 1 had en- 
* courag'd, rather than difſuaded you from 5 

* ceeding thither ! 18 

Can you therefore, with any Reaſon, ex- 
* pet or deſire, that 1 ſhall think myſelf 
© under any Obligation to keep a Secret, which 
will give the open Enemies of our Church 
O Occaſion for a public Triumph, as if they had 
Store and Strength of infallible Arguments to 
© draw the Flock out of our Fold, and we had 
* nothing to offer to keep them. ſafe and ſteady 
within it? No! Sir, as the Caſe ſtands, 
you have driven me to the Neceſſity of appeal- 
+3 ng to the World; if not for 2 e 
*at 


bw —- 
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at leaſt to prevent other well-meaning People 
from being unwarily ſeduced, as you have been, 
© You know, how long a Time your new 
© Caſuiſt and Confeſſor took, to confider my 
* few ſhort and plain Propoſitions : And, ſurely, 
vou might, and ought to have allow'd me, at 
* leaſt, half as much; for my promis d Reply to 
* his pretended Anſwer, which he had ſpun 
out to more than fix Times the Length of 
mine. Inſtead of which, you declare yourſelf 
convinced before-hand, and peremptorily de- 
© fermin'd to have no more Diſputes ! _ 
But, however implicitly you may pin your 
Faith, and venture your Soul, upon the Cre- 
dit of ſuch ſpecious Arguments as have been, 
* over and over, clearly demonſtrated to be 
0 © weak, fallacious, impertinent, and inconclu- 
* five, 1 ſhall now leave the World to judge, 
* (by what I had only prepar'd for your own 
f Particular Uſe) whether all the Collections 
your Confeſſor has made Shew of, from Screp- 
F fure, Fathers, and Councils, do not come far 
* ſhort of proving the Points for which he has 
produced them; and whether all my  Propofe- 
© fions do not Rind firm and unſhaken, not- 
* withſtanding all his Attempts and Artifices to 
0 undermine and overthrow them. For, 
The Scripture Texts which he has alledg'd, 
© are fallaciouſly wreſted to a Senſe, not only 
* contrary ' to the genuine Interpretation, and 
of Judgment of the primitive Church, but even 
þ to the whole Tenor and Analogy of the Scrip- 
8 : ture itſelf! T he Councils he refers to, are no- 
a 2 


„ PREFACE 


* toriouſly miſreported ; and Canons confidently 
© * quoted, which never were made! And the 
© ancient Fatbers conjur d up, from corrupt 
Editions, to give Evidence of what is utterly 
| * inconſiſtent and irreconcileable with their own 
© authentic Doctrines, Principles, and uniform 


Practice! No Wonder then, if thoſe who 


dare thus attempt to ſuborn Fathers and Coun- 
* cils, and even the moſt ſacred Oracles, to 
© contradict themſelves, in favour of a preca- 
* rious Hypothefis, ſhall, with like Modeſty and 
© Conſcience, falſify the H, i/teries, or Records 
© of the Church of England, to procure a Ver- 
dict in the unrighteous Caſe, which they ſa 
© zealouſly proſecute againſt her. 
« After all, though I dare not preſume to 
* judge of others, and eſpecially of thoſe who 
© were bred up in the 5 15 of Papery, and 
* continue, in Simplicity of Heart, without be- 
© ing conſcieus of the dangerous Errors they 
© had imbib'd from their "42, Bw (for, to ſuch 
* Twas always inclin'd to extend great Hope and 
: Charity :) Yet, I mult tell J, very plainly, 
© there is ſo little room for either, when a Man, 
: who has been educated, and well inſtruct- 
© ed in the ſound Principles of the Orthodox = 
« Church of England, will revolt from her, and 
run, with his Eyes open, into the Roman 


© Gulph, that, for my Part, I ſee no Reaſon to 


BY CR AY that the Was die of ſuch a one muſt 
© be deſperate, without extraordinary Repentance. 
This (I hope) may ſuffice at preſent: 
c r comes from the warm, and I d, 
W 8 | | 6 cart | 


o * — 2 ů — 4 * 
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Heart of One, who, in all the Terms of 
. Cbriſtian Friendſhip, "and true Catholic Cha- 
y * ever remain 
=. SY Ove faithful 8 Servant.” I 


5 


555 all | this Fe candid Reader will eafily ber- 
ceive, that I was mw under a Neceſſity, either 


to ſuffer bim, who had thus abruptly taken Leave : 


of me, to march of, with bis Leaders, in 4 vain 


ew of Triumph, without any further Netice ; or 


elſe 70 lay before the Warld the Remarks 1 had 


prepar d for his cn more particular Uſe, upon 


the Paper, which plainly appears to baue been 


concerted, as a þ laufible Excuſe for a defign'd 
Rewolt : : For, 


85 obs, I bad na Alternative left, but ta produce 
it upon the. public Stage. 


Here then you have it at once, printed * 1 | | 


from the original Manuſcript, — as it came to my 
Hand ;] and that with I a Punctilio of Exact 
neſs, that I would not pretend to correct (and 
there fere have not varied from it, even. ſo much 


as in). the Orthography, ar Spelling g; but haue 
left the. many Miſtakes therein to. the. Reader's 


Judgment, whether to be imputed to the Igno- 


rance of an illiterate Amanuenſis, or to the In- 


he Perſon principally concern'd * 
having broke off all further Correſpondence with | 


me, and his Prompter keeping bimſelf aut of 


* 


advertency of its Author himſelf, whoh affetted 


Sußperiority in Learning is diſplay'd bs 
l 4wbole "ROO; . 


This, 
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Thi: £ however, I ſhould not have taken Natice 
of, bad it been to go no farther than to the _ 


vate Hand, for which my Reply was af firſt in- 


tended. Tet now, fince "tis dgſtin d to the pub. 
lic View, I have not ſpar'd myſelf the Pains to 
enlarge the ſame, in divers Particulars, which 
— had been paſs'd'over, as unneceſſary, or 

ertinent to the main Nueſlion; but, for the 


"Reader's Eaſe, and to prevent any Cavilling 


about the Connection of diſtant Paſſages, ' have 


E alſo reviſed the ſeveral Arguments, as they lay in 
order before me, and ſubjoin'd my own Remarks 


F upon the ſame, Paragraph by Paragraph. 


Some, perhaps, may blame me, for | ding 


my Time upon a Paper, which ( they may think) | 
did not deſerve it. But, they may be ev d, that 


it was not for want of other Imployment : And 


this muſt be allo d, from every Day's Expe- 


rience, that the moſt trifling 2 of Argu- 
ment frequently ſerve, among thoſe who are given 


| 5 40 Change, 0 ſeduce them into Various By-ways 
and Methods of Apoſtaſy 


However, I doubt not FR all true Chriſtians 
will be ready to join with our Church, in thoſe 


et” Snffrages of her incomparable Litany, That it 
may pleaſe God to ſtrengthen ſuch as do ſtand; 


to raiſe up them that fall; and to bring into 


the Way of Truth all ſuch as s have cared and 
1 5 are deceived! g 5 


« on 
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& ome 10 e recommienditd 70 

the ſerious Comſideratiom of all thoſe 
who may be under any Temptation to 
on ale the Church of England, _ 
revolt to that of Rome. 2 


I. HAT St. Peter himſelf (whoſe PSs : 
ſors the Popes pretend to be) was not 
a Whit ſuperior to the reſt of the Apoſtles. 


4 N 


II. That no ſuch Supremacy, as is nor, ö 


aſſerted in the Popes, or Biſhops of Rome, over 
all the Chriſtian Church, was acknowledged, 8 


or pretended to, in feral Ages after the Pro- Eo 


Pagation of Chriſtianity. 
III. That the Means by which they firſt 


gained any Acknowledgment of ſuch an Uni- 


veral Supremacy were neither lawful nor war- 
rantable, but, from Time to Time, contro- N 


| verted and oppoſed, as Uſurpations. wy 
IV. That in this Iſland (particularly) neither : 


the Papal Supremacy, nor the other Doctrines 
of modern Popery, (by which it is diſtinguiſhed 


from the true Church of England) ever had "8 


any uncontroverted Eſtabliſhment, or Authority. 
V. That the Errors or Hereſies of the ſeveral  - 


Secs, commonly comprehended under the ge- 
neral Denomination of Proteſtants, cannot ſo 


fairly be charged upon the true Church of Eng _ 
land, as von that of *. bags whence 1 Fact 


| rang. 
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It will not be neceſſary to enter into the | 


more particular Points in Controverſy, *till theſe 


few Propoſitions be previouſly adjuſted. © But if 

any one ſhall think fit to attempt the Diſ- 

| proof of theſe, by writing, in ſuch a Manner as 
" becomes the Character of a Chriſtian, a Scholar, 


and a Gentleman, he ſhall have a proper . 
with all due Reſpect, ö 


0 
7 4 A Nie of the Church of England. 


arch che cache ene eb ee 


& 4 Paper, pretended 70 de An Ave ud VE R 


zo the foregoing Tabel tions. 


HI AVING nipartaly Gessder dl 50 your 0 


propoſitions ] am ſurpriſed that a gentle- 5 


man of your quallification, ſhould Advance 


lowing anſwere 


and firſt 


St Peter was not Aperie⸗ to the Reſt 
15 bf the Apoſtles, which is your firſt propoſition 
_ . T anſwer, by diſtinguiſhing: it thus, that they 


7 


ſuch fallacious fluff, as will appear” 125 the fol- o 


were equal in their calling to the apoſtleſhip -- 


grant, in their power af Goverment and Furi- 
dickion I deny, and ſo goth the Scripturs, fathers, 


18th — where the nou being changes Si- 


- 


— — 


and Councels, as ſhalf be evident to every im- 
= partial Reader — by the following. |; 2 : 


and firſt from Scripture, St. Mat. r6th — | 


63 
meon's name to Peter, and as it was for ſome 
allwiſe end, and no other allwiſe end can be 
aſcribed, then his being ſuperior in Goverment, 
and Juridiction. therefore he was ſupream head 

of the Church, and of Conſequence ſuperior to 
the reſt of the Apoſtles. and this is confirmd in 
John 21. where our bleeſſed Saviour gave St. 
Peter full Commiſſion, without the leaſt excep- 
tion, to feed both Lambs and Sheep, which of 
conſquence implys the whole Church. add alſo 
that Chriſt pray'd for Peter, that his faith _ 
ſhould not fail, and that when he was Con- 
verted, he ſhould Confirm his Breethren. Lu. 
22. 31. again: St. Mat. calls him the firſt, 
the Names of the 12 (ſaith) he, are theſe, . 
the firſt Simeon who is called Peter : : Cha. 10. 
„ 
from whence 1 draw the following Conclt- 2" 
tions. If Chriſt changed Simeons Name to + ; 
Peter, it was for ſome wiſe End, and if no 
other wiſe can be aſcribed then his ſupremacy 
of Goverment, and 3 then he was 
ſupream head of the church. : 
But Chriſt did Change S s name to 
Peter, and it was for ſome wife end. And no 
other wiſe End can be aſcribed then his ſupre- me 
 magyin Goverment and juridiction. Ep 
therefore he was ſupream head of the church: __ 
the Major cannot be denyed without bla: 
N and the Minor is no leſs evident, xõ1 
cept you can aſcribe ſome other allwiſe End, 
then what is contain d in either * or 
Mnner. 55 


52 „ . 


1 

Apo 
- 
. 


#® Church. 


5 (4). 
1 


if Chriſt gave Peter power to fred: eh 
Lambs and Sheep, which of Neceſſity emplys 
the whole flock, then wasPeter ſupream head 
of the Church. TY 5 
But Chriſt gave Peter power to feed both 
Lambs, and Sheep which of neceſſity emplys 


the whole flock — therefore. Peter was 097 ace 
Head of the Church. | 


the probation of the major and minor is evi- 
dent, becauſe twice Lambs and once Sheep, as 
they are comparitive terms, muſt of neceſſity 
employ the whole flock, and of conſeqence the 


Reſt of the Apoſtles, who were a part of * 


whole — | | 
again 
if Chriſt pray'd For 1 ak that his faith 
ſhould not fail, and that he only, when he was 
converted, was to confirm his breetheren, (which 


were the apoſtles) then he was ſupream head 


of the Church. 

But Chriſt pray'd. for Peter only, that his 

faith ſhould not fail, and that he only, when 

he was converted, was to confirm his breethren, 

(which | were the apoſtles) Lu. 22. 2 
"therefore Peter was ſupream head of the 5 


Ned, is 


the Major which only need be 


evident, becauſe the W is CONN by the 
= ſtronger. - 


and Laſtly - 8 
if St. Peter was not the Grit: in the apoſleſhip; 5 


nor the Eldeſt in years,” and St. Matt. doth call 
— he hin 


A 4 RO ” : wy — Wan op 
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e 

him the firſt, he muſt be ſupream head of the 

. Church.  - | 

But St. Peter was not firſt in the Apoſtle- 

chip, nor the Eldeſt in years, and yet St. Mat. 

10. 2. doth call him the firſt. therefore he was 

2 ſupream head of the Church. 

I be probation of the Major, is plain, for no 
other Reaſon can be given for his being call'd 


the firſt but his ſupremacy. 


ſ far from ſcripture which has without any 
quibling, ſufficiently proved St. Peter's ſupre- 
mach, and of conſequence that of his ſucceſſors. 
Now I ſhall proceed to General Councils. 
the firſt Niceen Council (fathers 328) approv'd 
by pope Sylveſter, An: Dom 325, Decreed 
br ng he who holds the ſee of Rome, is the 
head and Chiefe of all the patriarcks, ſeeing he 
the firſt to whom all power Eccleſiaſtical is 
given over all Chriſtian princes, and all their 
people, and whoever ſhall Contradict this is Ex- 
communicated by the Synod, Can. 39 Arob. 
the firſt Conſtantinopolitan Council (fathers 
159) An. Dom 381 Defined, that St. Peter 
was head and prince of the Apoſtles, and the 
power of Looſing and binding ſins, was given 


to St, Peter by our Lord, who in his ſucceſſors 5 7 


Liv's and exerciſes Judment, to this very time, 
and allways Act. 3. 


the Calcedon Council (fathers 600) pope = 


Leo preſiding An; Dom. 451: in the 3d Action 
| pope Leo is call'd univerſal archbiſhop of old | 


Rome, and ſentence is pronounced againſt _ 
* in the Name of Leo and St. Peter, 


B 3 E 
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to acknowledge Leo be be St, Peter 8 Sbe⸗ 


ceſſor. 
thus much from the firſt three ber 8 


cils and now lett us hear what the fathers ſay. 
in the firſt age, St. Dennis the Arcopagite 


affirms, that he and T imothy were both pre- 


ſent at the bleeſſed virgin Mary's Death, and 


our Lord, and Peter ſupream and antient top of 
Devnes he is cited by St. John Damaſcen. 


Orat. 2. 


there was alſo preſent both James the Brother of * 


in the ſecond age, St. Jrenacus, all this 


round o ought to reſort to the Romane 5 


Church, by Reaſon of her Moſt powerfull priu- 


cipallity. 1.3 c 3 and again the Romane Church 


is the greateſt and moſt antient founded at 
Rome, by St. Peter and St. Paul, if 3. valent e C 3- 
in the third age Origen 


when the Chiefe Charge if feeding Clirits | 


85 ſheep was given to St. Peter and the Church 
founded upon him c. 6 Epiſt. ad Roman in the 


ſame age St. Cypian. we hold Peter the head 


- of the Church, Epiſt ad Julian and in another 


place he calls che Church of Rome St. Peter 8 
Chair Epiſt 55 

in the fourth age St. Baſil calls 8. Poet that 
bleſſed one, who was prefer d before the Reſt 


5 of rhe apoſtles. Sermon de Judecio Dei. 


in the ſame age St. Athanafius — thou art 


45 Peter upon thy foundation, U of the church | 
that is the gat are > 988 — in gs 44 | 
felicem | 7 


e ) 

in the ſame age St. Epiphanius — he choſe 
Peter Captin of his diſciples — Heareſ 51 : 
| he ſame age St. Cyril of Jeruſalem — 

Peter the prince (faith he) and moſt Excellent 
of all the Apoſtles — Catecheſ 2 75 
in the ſame age St. Chryſoſtome the paſter 
and head of the Church was once a poor: fiſher 
man Homil. 55. in mathacum 

in the ſame age Ecumenius — not James 
but Peter riſeth, as being both more fervent 
and alſo the prefiden of the Diſciples —in c. 1. 
Actorum. 

in the ſame age Optatus Milevitanus — in 
this Chair fate Peter the head of the Apoſtles— | 
1. 23 Cant. parmen. 

in the ſame age Euſebius BN — bs 
firſt committed his Lambs afterwards his Sheep, 
to Peter becauſe he made not paſtor but paſtor 
of paſtors Sermon de natiy S. Jo. 
in the ſame age St. Ambroſe Adrew firſt 
followed our Saviour yet Andrew recived not 
the premacy but Peter, — in 2 Cor. 12. 
in the fifth age St. Auguſtin ſpeaking of 
Peter's penance ſayes, he cures the whole bodies 
diſeaſe in the very head of the Church —Serm _ 
12 de 4 temporibus. and again Peter the head 
of the Apoſtles the Gate keeper of heaven, and 
the foundation of the Church: Epiſt. 86; and 
in another place — of whom Peter the Apoſtle 


by reaſon of the premacy of A * 5 
Fo tract ultimo Joannem —— 3 


thus farr from Councils and fathers 
1 from whence I draw this Conclution 
N „ 1 


(8) 


il three ** Councils * the ien of 5 


{ok firſt five Centuries did define, teach, and 


believe, that St. Peter and his Succeſſars were 
ſupream head of the Church, then it was uni- 


verſally acknowledg'd in this Nation, and all 


Others. and was not uſerp'd — 


But the three Genaral Councils and the 8. ; 


e. of the firſt five Centuries did define teach 


and believe that St. Peter and his Succeſſors were 


Supream head of the Church. 
therefore it was acknowledg'd in this nation 
and all others and not uſerp'!d. 
the major is proved from the Conſent of our 
adverfaries, who grant, 'that for the firſt five 


Centuries che Church had not err'd, and the 


Minor is prov'd, from the above Citations of 
Councils and fathers. 

But the Gentleman will Re ply that Sis na- 
tion in particular did not ol the ny 
Supremacy to which I anſwer — 

if this nation did not acknowledge the popes 

- ſupremacy, then ſhe: was not in Communion 
= with the Church in the firſt five Centuries. ' ? 
hut ſhe was in Communion with the Church 
in the firſt five Centuries as appears by her Re- 
-  preſentatives, being univerſally received, at the 

Councils of Arls, Sardica, and Armenium. 
therefore ſhe did 1 the TT ſu- 
| peemary. or 

thus having Gb ahfwered, wubbnt any 
 guibbling, four of 7 4 get , 

| ow 


4 


f 
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* 1 wich ydur fifth, alſo with "ome 5 
remarks on your prieſthood. | 
T the ſum of vole: gh propoſiton har e 
errors, and Berber, that have ſprung up within 
theſe two hundred years, came from the 
Church of Rome, and not from the Church of 

England, which you ought to have proved 

Either from ſome Doctrine in genaral, or par- 
ticular, that the Church of Rome believeth, 
or teacheth, which you. can never do — But 
wee can prove a Doctrine, Believed, and taught, 
by the Church of England that bas open d a 
wide gapp for all hereſy, nay and infidelity, for 
What elſe can be Expected when your 1 ith 
article unto which you all ſwear and ſubſcribe 


nn your pretended ordination, fay's that not by 
Works but by faith (only) a man is Juſtifyed 


— if fo, then there's no neceffity for feeding 


the hungry, cloathing the naked, or viſiting 
the fick, and thoſe that are in priſon, altho” 


dur bleeſſed Saviour has pronounced damnation 


St. Paul adds if a man has 


on the contrary 


all faith even to remove mountains and has not 


Charity, it availeth nothing, (then faith only 
will not (ſuffice) I would add St. James (but 

him you give the lie) who ſays, that not by 
faith only, but by works a man is Juſtifyed — 


| your hear St. James fays that not by faith only 


but by works a man is Juſtifyed, whereas you 
_ © fay by faith only — therefore att the LEE: 


vour Doctrine tends to infidelity. Fe 
as for your 2oth and 21ſt articles they tenen 


= your Church in controverſies of faith, has an 
authority 


( 10 7 2 
authority but its a fallible one, if FE then evry 
man is a Judge for him ſelf, from whence it is 

that all theſe ſectaries ſpung, for evry mans 
private Judgment is fallible. and of Conſe equence 
no infallible Certainty what to believe OE 

Now BE. . 1 
I humbly preſume I haye ſufficiently — nl TE 
ed your five propoſitions and according to my 
promiſe make ſome remarks on your prieſtho od | 
My obſervations thus 
that theſe words prieſt, Alter, and Sacrifice, | 
are Corrulatives for the word prieſt, abſoluetly 
preſopoſeth Alter, and Sacrifice, as the word 
father preſopoſeth a childe, or children, for the 
one is abſolutely neceſſary to conſtitute the 
other — this being premiſed. FS 
1 aſk this queſtion, were is your Alter-and 
Sacrefice, Some times indeed, you call your 

- * Communion table Alter, But then, were is your 
Sacrifice, when you acknowledge no other then 
that which was once offer'd on the Croſs upon 
mount Calvary, if fo, I would adviſe you not 

to aſſume that ſacred Charecter to which you 

can claim no right, for want of, ordination, 
Alter and Sacrefice, 
Ads for your ordination, your own hiſtorys 
prove, your Church never had any, one inſtance, 

{2 hab ſaffice, inſtead of many, that might be 

. 

When Weather Biſhop of 3 was pri- 

ſoner in the Clink, Horn's Chancellor tendered 

the oath of ſupreamacy, on the refuſal he was 

andicted at the king's Bench, Biſhop Bonner 

1 | 13 | 


Cab) 


pleaded that Horn was no Biſhop, the cauſe 

came before the Judges, and the Judges gave it 
in favour of Bonner. Dr. Heylin on the 8th of 
Eliz 1565—1566—from whence its plain that 
- Horn had no Legal ordination, for if had he 
would have brought the certificate _ not TION 5 


it to 12 Judges 
eee ad Hh 


R E MA R K 8 upon a written Parr, 

. pretended to be an ANSWER. 70 FIVE 
 PRoeosITIONS concerning the Porisn 
 ConTroversy. By the Author of #7 
1 the ſaid PROPOSITIONS. m—_ | 


HAVE ſeen a Paper, purporting an 
Anſwer to Five plain Propoſitions recom- 
mended to the ſerious Conſideration of all thoſe 
who may be under any Temptation to forſake 
the Church of England, and revolt to that of 
Rome: And now, according to my Promiſe, 1 
ſhall give 4 proper Reply, by way of Remarks Fe 
upon that Anſwer, with all due Reſpect to its 8 
Aar and the Importance of the Subject. 
How well he has acquitted himſelf in this 
Perfomhande, as a Chriſtian, a Scholar, and a 
Gentleman, the Reader is now to judge; as well 
as of the Inpartiality, and fair Dealing, of 
which he makes profeſſion. 5 


As a Specimen of one of theſe amiable Ch N 


5 nan; he a: with . his e | 
at 


ret of the Apoſtles, yet it would not follow, 


7 12 * | 

that a Gentleman of my Qualifications ſhould 
advance (what he is pleas'd to call) ſuch falla- 
cious Stuff! However, waving all formal 
Compliments, I doubt not but to make it plain, 
in the Sequel, that the FaLLacy is not on our 
Side of this Controverſy ; and that thoſe Propo- 
Itions ſtill require a more ſerious Conſideration, 
and a more ſolid Anſwer, than he has "e offer d 
to give to any of them. For, 
The firſt Propofition is, That St. * 
© himſelf (whoſe Succeſſors the Popes pretend 
© to be) was not a Whit ſuperior to the reſt of 
the Apoſtles.” In Anſwer to which, tho” he 
makes a great Shew of proving that St. Peter : 
was ſuperior to the reſt of the Apoſtles, yet he 
has taken ſo little Notice of what is inclos'd in 
the Parenthefis, (concerning thoſe who only 
| 'PRETEND #0 be his Succeſſors) that he has left 

the main Point in Queſtion ſtill in Debate, and 
the Popes in Need of another Advocate. For, 
ſhould we grant (but for Argument-ſake only) 
that St. Peter himſelf had been ,/uperior to the 


that the Popes are now entitled to the ſame Su- 
premacy over the whole Church, under the Pre- 
tence of their Bong his Succeſſrs | in Fae See of 


Nome. 
But, reſerving e to be Sani diſeuſi d 


| \ hereafter, as Occaſion offers, let us ſee how St. 


Peter's own gd is here attempted to be 
: Word. 5 

This Gentleman 3 by at 72 g 

is that i the 6 were __— in their _— . 
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the Apoſtleſhip ; ; but denies that they were aq in 
their Power of Government and Furiſdiction: In 
ſupport of which he appeals to the Evidence 


of the Scriptures, Fathers, and Councils, for the 


Satisfaction of every impartial Reader. 
And firſt, from ScrieTURE, he cites St. 
Matth, xvi. 18. where (he ſays) the All-wiſe 
Being changes Simeon's Name fo Peter: And 
as it was for ſome all-wiſe End, and no other all- 
wiſe End can be aſcribed, than bis being ſuperior 


in Government and Furiſdiction; therefore be 


was Supream Head of the Church ; and of Con- 
* Superior to the reſt of the Apoſtles. + 
Here I muſt previouſly obſerve, how this 
Gentleman does not only miſtake the Text, 
where the Name was ſo chang'd, but manifeſtly 
vreſts it alſo to ſerve a Turn. It was at Peter's 
firſt Introduction to. Chriſt, that his Name was 
 chang'd, or (more properly) an Addition made 
to it of Cephas, which, in the then vulgar 
Syriac Language, fignifies a Rock, or Stone; 


(St. Jobn i. 42.) and here tis only repeated by "= 2 


that of Peter, which, in the Greek, has but 
the ſame Signification. Why then is ſ0 great 2 
Streſs laid upon the latter, more than on the for- 
mer? For if the Change (or Addition) of the 
Name muſt neceſſarily prove, or imply, a Su- 
Premacy, it might be as rational to infer a Su- 


Nj premacy in James and John, from our Lord's 


giving them the Surname of Boenerges, (St. 
Mark iii. 17.) thereby ſignifying the great Effi- 
cacy of their Endeavours in their Maſter's Ser- 


Nice; ed confidering the many 1 
| : 2 
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of ſpecial Favour which our Lord had ſhew'd to 
them, no leſs than to Peter: And, as to him, 
the other Name of Cepbas might, ſurely, prove 
it, as well as that of Peter; which yet is not 
| here pretended to. Or, if our Lord's calling 
him Peter, muſt here neceſſarily infer a Com- 
miſſion to conſtitute him Supream Head ef the 
Church, the popiſh Advocates ought well to 
conſider, what may be, as rationally, concluded, 
from that other Text, where the ſame Lord, 
ſoon after this, in as expreſs 'Terms, calls "Ys 
SATAN! (St. Matth. xvi. 23, and St. Mark 
Wi 3 L 

But, becauſe I have a Maſter in a Logic 1 
to deal with, I muſt not omit to pay my due 
Reſpects to his Arguments, as he has form'd 
them, in Mood and Figure, thus: _ 

© If Chriſt changed Simeon's Name tolPeter, | 
& it -was for ſome wiſe End; and if no ether 

* wiſe End can be aſcribed, than his Supremacy 
© of Government and Juriſdietion, then he was 
+ © Supream Head of the Church : NY 
hut, Chriſt did change Simeon s Name to 
. Peter, and it was for ſome wiſe End; and 
no other wiſe End can be aſcribed than his 
IS $10 1/0 vu in Government and Juriſdiction ; 
I berefore, he was Supream Head of the 

. Chnech. EG tac 

hs Major (he ſays) cannot be denied without 
 Blaſphemy : And the Minor is no leſs evident, 
 wnleſs I can aſcribe ſome other all-wiſe End than 
| wine is contain A in _ SOR or Minor, 2 81 
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( 15 ) 
But, with his good Leave, the Minor is not 
10 evident as he imagines.” For, tis well 
| known, that our Bleſſed Lord, in the declaring 
any Divine Truth, was wont to make uſe of 
_ ſome ſenſible Similituds, then near at Hand, 
the better to repreſent it to, and make the 
deeper Impreſſion upon the Minds of his 
Hearers; as by the metaphorical Phraſe of 
Living Water, to the Woman of Samaria at 
Jacob's Well, (St. John iv. 10.) and Bread of 
wo 51 the hungry Multitude, (St. Jobn vi. 
35.) So, by way of Alluſion to the addi- 


tional Name of Peter, which he had before 


given to this Diſciple, he now took occaſion 


to repreſent the Firmneſs and Solidity of that "i 


Foundation on which his Church ſhould be 

built, faying, Upon this Rock I will build my 
Church. But, though 1 dare not be ſo bold, as 
this Gentleman 1s, preciſely to define the par- 


ticular wiſe Ends of-our\Sivieurts Actions; this, : 


however, I will preſume to ſay, that the giving 
to Simon (or Simeon, as he calls him) the Sur- 
name of Peter was neither intended, nor un- 
derſtood, to be, for the conferring on him the 
Supremacy in Government and Juriſdicbion; as 
1 ſhall demonſtrate by and by. | 

In the mean Time, this Gentleman proceeds 
to urge his former Argument, by alledging, 


that 7his is confirmd in John xxi. where our, 


Bleſſed Saviour gave St. Peter full Commiſſion, 
without the leaſt Exception, to feed both Lambs 


and Sheep, which of conſequence implies the 


2 8 5 Church, Upon len he argues thus: "I 


0 (x6 4 

K 11 Chrift ga ve Peter Power to feed both 
* Lambs and Sheep, which of neceſſity im- 
© plies the whole Flock, then was Peter Su- 
T 4 pream Head of the C hurch: _ 

© But, Chrift gave Peter Power to feed both 
: « Lambs and Sheep, which of neceſſity im- 
* plies the whole Flock! 
Il! herefore, Peter was Supream Head of 


the Church. 
Of which alſo, he _ s, the Probation of the 


Major and Minor ts ee Becauſe twice 


| Lambs, and once Sheep, as they are comparative 
Terms, muſt of neceſſity imply the whole . 0 
and of conſequence, the reſt of the Apoſtles, who 
were a Part of the Whole. © 5 
hut the Fallacy of this Argument may ſuf. 
ficiently be expos'd, by obſerving, 1. That this 
Text was not intended to give Peter any new 
Office or Authority, but only to reſtore him to 
his former Degree, of which he had render d him- 
oF unworthy. For, as he had before betray'd 
a great Defect of Love for his Maſter, by a 
threefold Denial and an Abjuration of him ; ſo 
now, Chriſt was pleas d to give him Occaſion 
for a threefold Proſeſſion and Proteſtation of his 


Le, that the Degrees of his Recovery might 


be proportionable to thoſe of his Fall, 2. That | 


© as the Charge to feed the Lambs, imported an 


| extraordinary Admonition to exert his utmoſt. 
Diligence in his Office Duty, to inſtruct, 
exhort, and comfort the 9 and tender 
Ert. Loi the 8 8 late Converts who z 


= Wales, 
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Wolves; fo, that repeated Charge to feed the 
Sheep (for, by the by, it is not, as this Gentle- 
man ſtates it, #wice Lambs and once Sheep, but 
once Lambs, and twice Sheep) imported the 
like Care of the elder Chriſtians alſo, whom he 
would intruſt to him and his Collegues, and for 
whom he and they were all equally to be 
accountable to him at the laſt Day. But, that 
the reſt of the Apoſtles were a Part of the Flock, 
which Peter was to feed, inſtruct, and govern, 
is a Doctrine neither confiſtent with Scripture, 
Antiquity, nor right Reaſon : For, 3. He who 
faid to Peter here, Feed my Lambs, and Feed 
my Sheep, ſaid as expreſly to ALL the Apoſtles, 
Go ye into all the World; (St. Mark xvi. 15.) 
— Teach all Nations; (St. Matth. xviii. 19.) 
— Am Father hath ſent me, even fo ſend I © 
von; (St. John xx. 21.) All which Scripture- 
Texts do, ſurely, comprehend as ample a Com- 
miſſion and Authority, as that here in queſtion 
can do, and in much more expreſs and ſignifi- 
cant Terms too. 4. That this is no new or 
unwarrantable Interpretation of this Text, is 
evident (among many others) from the Au- 
thority even of ſome of the Ancient Fathers, 
to whom this Gentleman himſelf has appeal d 
as Witneſſes on his Side of the Queſtion. For, 
the Church of Rome itſelf, in a Synodical - 
1 the Church of Carthage, in the Time 
of St. Cyprian, ſays, TRE REST of the Di 
ciples performed this Office of Feeding the Sheep, 
| THE LIKE MANNER fhat Peter 3 
Pr. Ep. 3.) Which Sheep, and which Flock 


„ 
(ſaith gt. Ambroſe ) not only Bled Peter dil 
then undertake, but both he 56h undertaken them 
avith us, and ALL WE have undertaken them 
eoith him, ( Ambr. de dignit. Sacerd. C. 2.) 
And ſo St. Auguſtine faith alſo, I ben it is ſaid 
0 Peter, it is ſaid to ALL, Loveſt thou me? 
25 my Sheep. (Auguſt, de Agone Chriſti, 

C. 30.) To which I ſhall add only, 5. An- 
other Argument, ad Hominem, to oblige this 
ents Logician in his own Way, thus: 
Chriſt gave full Commiſſion to all the Apoſtles 
(and conſequently to St. Andrew, as one among 
the reſt): to preach the Goſpel to every Creature, 
[St. Mark xvi. 1 5.) without the leaſt Ex- 
ception : 

But Peter was a een 1 

Therefore Chriſt gave full Comimicbon to St. 
e (as one among the reſt of wa poſtles) 
to preach the Goſpel to St. Peter ! | 

Here neither the Major nor Minor can be 
deidie without Blaſphemy, Therefore (ac- 
cording to this Gentleman's Manner of ar- 
guing) St. Peter himſelf was committed to the 
Care and Government of St. Andrew : And 
. conſequently St. Andrew was the eee and 
Head of the Church! _ | 
Another Argument here otoduged by this 
Gentleman, in Support of his Hypotheſis, is, 
That Chriſt rRAYED for Peter, that his Faith 
ſhould nat fail ; and that when he was converted, 
He ſhould =, x his Brethren, St. Luke xxii. 31. 

hich he as reduced into F orm, thus: 10 : 


11 Fg 4% of. x „ 
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1 
If Cbrift prayed. for Peter, only, that his 
o Faith ſhould not fail, and that he, only, when 
he was converted, was to confirm his Bre- 
* thren, (which were the Apoſtles ;) then he 

* was Supream Head of the Church; 
But, Chriſt prayed for Peter, only, that his 
* Faith "ſhould not fail, and that he, only, 
* when he was converted, was to confirm his 
* Brethren, (which were the. Apoſtles,) 
Therefore, Peter Was Supream Head of 
f the Church, Zuke xxii. 

And this, according to its Author, muſt be 
enforced, by his ſaying, The Major, which 
' pnly need be proved, is evident, becauſe the 
Weaker is confirm'd by the Stronger. 

But, according to 1 ſmall Skill in Logic, 
there ſcems to be a Fallacy in the whole Frame 
of it: For, I. It does not appear, by the In- 
troduction, that theſe Words were ſpoken to 
Peter himſelf onNLY, but to all the Apoſtles in 
the Perſon and Name of one, as we find the 
like in many other Places of Scripture. The 
Context ſhews, what Strife there had been 
among them for Supremacy, and how ſharply 
our Lord had rebuk'd them for that Affecta- 
tion: And, after he had aſſur d them that, for 
the Humiliation and Sufferings, to which they 
were liable here, they ſhould be amply re 
, warded with Exaltation and Glory hereafter, 
he turns to Simon (redoubling his proper Name 
Simon, Simon, without the Addition of Peter ) 

_ declaring, how ' watchful Satan was, to ſhake 
| "on all from their Stedfaſtneſs 1 in the F aith ; 


* 1 
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| 7 20 ) : 
but -whhal comforting him (whoſe Weakneſs 
and unhappy Fall he then foreſaw) with an 
Aſſurance, that he had prayed for him, in par- 
ticular, that his Faith might not fail him, utterly, 
in the Day of Trial; and admoniſhing him, 
that when he ſhould be converted, and recover'd 
from his Fall, by a ſincere Repentance, he 
ſhould redouble his Diligence, to confirm, or 
Arengtben, bis Brethren, leſt they ſhould alſo _ 
fall. 2. Tis not yet evident, but till needs to be 
prov 4 that the reſt of the Apoſiles were the 
BrETHREN whom he was to confirm and 
 firengthen. On the contrary, tis moſt conſo- 
nant to the beſt Authority, to underſtand the 


Brethren here, to be meant of the Lambs and 
Sheep, (mention'd in the foregoing Argument) 


over whom THE REST of 'the Apoſtles were 
Shepherds and Overſeers, as well as, and equal- 
ly with, Peter; and who did accordingly exert 
themſelves, in confirming and firengthening the 
Brethren, as we find, by their ſeveral Epiſtles, 
and other Labours. 80 that, 3. As our Lord's 
praying for Peter was only on account of his 
frequent boaſting of his own Reſolution and 


Self. ſufficiency, though Cbriſt well knew how 
apt his Faith would be to fail, without the 
Support of Divine Grace, no ſound Reaſon 
can be given, to conclude from the Admoni- 


tion there next following, that Peter was there- 


by intended to be made Supream Head of the 
Church: For, though it is true the weaker is 
. Fonfirm'd (or ſtrengthen'd) by the flronger ; yet 
* is 2 be underſtood with reſpect only to 


_ that 


— —ñꝛ—ʒ 
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that particular Act, but cannot, in common 
Senſe, imply an univerſal: Supremacy and Juriſ- 


diction over him. 
Vet there is another Medium ſtill to be con- 


ſider'd, whereby this Gentleman endeavours to 
prove the ſame. He ſays, St. Matthew calls 
** the FIRST. The Names of the Twelve 
Apoſiles (faith he) are theſe : The firſt, Simo, 
_ is called Peter, (St. Matth. x. 2.) 
From whence he draws. the following Con- 
. 
ER Peter was not the firſt in the Apoſtle- 
c ſhip, nor the eldeſt in Years, and St. Mattherw 
_ © doth call him the feſt, he muſt be Supream 
Head of the Church: ; 

But St, Peter was not the fr in the 
_ © Apoſtleſhip, nor the eldeſt in Vears, and yet 
© St. Matthew (x. 2.) doth call him the firſt ; 
Therefore he was Supream Head of the | 

© Church,” 
Of which (he boldly fays) The Probation of 
the Major is plain: For, no other Reaſon can be 
 grven for bis being call'd the firſt, but bis Su- 
F ; 
But here, how plain ſoever the Gentleman 
may think the Probation to be, tis much more 
plain, that it is only a Begging the Queſtion. 
For, 1. That St. Peter was not the firſt in the 
Apoſtleſhip, is plainly contrary to Scripture : 
Where it appears, that, though he was not the 
_f:/t of the Diſciples who came to Cbriſt; yet, 
when they were afterwards called from their ſe- 
cular Employments, to be his conſtant Atten- 
| KY + _ 
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dants, he ſtands the firſt, in the Order of Nomt- 


nation, before his Brother Andreu and the Sons 


of Zebedee. (St. Matth. iv. 18. and St. Mark 
1. 16.) And, 2. That he was the eldeſt in 
| Years, we have upon the expreſs Authority of 
St. Chryſo /tom, (whom this Gentleman voucheth 
elſewhere as a Witneſs on his Side) as well as 
many other ancient Writers; whom Cardinal 
Baronius himſelf (Ann. 31, p 23.) confeſſeth 
to have look d upon Peter as the elder Brother: 
And it was on this Account only, of his Age 
and Gravity, that St. Ferome (Adv. Jovin. l. 1.) 
cConcludes him to have had the Rank of Prece- 

diency before St. John, the beloved Diſciple. 
But, 3. Tis evident, in fact, that no neceſſary 
| Conclafion can be drawn in favour of St. Peter's 
Supremacy, from his being nam'd, the firſt by 
St. Matthew : For, among the no leſs inſpir d 
Writers, there are ſeveral Paſſages wherein he 
is nam'd, with other Apoſtles, and yet not ſet 
the firſt ; as particularly in St. Fohn i. 44. 1 Gor. 

il. 22. and ix. 5. and Gal. ii. . 
 -» Thus far have L attended the Gentleman thro” 
a Chain of Arguments (ſuch as they are) from 
Scripture : Whereby he flatters himſelf that he 
has, without any Quibbling, ſufficiently proved 
St. Peter's Supremacy ; and of Conſequerice, that 
of bis Succeſſors. But he triumphs before the 
Victory: For, as to St. Peter's own Supremacy 
(and conſequently that of his Succeſſors) the 


whole Tenor ef Scripture, in general, is clearly 


w_ my as n as the nme Texts be- 
fore 


— 


0 


fore i; ſo that my firſt Propoſition is 
yet far from being diſprov'd. For, 
1. It is evident, even from the Scripture itſelf, 
That THE REST OF THE APOSTLES were 0 
far from underſtanding any Supremacy, or other 
Privilege, granted by our Lord to St. Peter, ex- 
clufive of, or ſuperior to, themſelves, that we 
find e even after the Promiſe of wry Keys, 
frequently diſputing, and reaſoning among them- 
ſelves, which of them ſhould be the GREATEST ; 
for which Aﬀectation of Supremacy our Lord 
was pleas'd to rebuke them all, as a Thing 
which he did not authorize, or allows in an 
one, more than another, of them, (St. Marth. 
Xviii. 1. St. Mark ix. 34. and St. Luke ix. 46) Eh 
Had there indeed been any ſuch Notion enter- 
tain'd among them, of a Supremacy already 
granted to St. Peter, how could the two Sons 
of Zebedee have preſum' d to ſolicite (as we find 
they did) for the Preheminence above him? 
Or why ſhould any of the other Ten (except 
St. Peter himſelf) be ſo much diſpleaſed, — 
moved with Indignation againſt the two Brethren, 
(as it is plain they all were) for affecting That, 
| which every one of them thought himſelf equal- 
ly entitled to? (St. Marth. xx. 20, &c. and 
St. Mark x. 3 5, &c.) But, we find, they all 
continued to be full of this unwarrantable Am- 
bition, even aſter they had participated with 
our Lord himſelf at his laſt Supper ! (St. Lule 
Xxxii. 24.) And that St. Paul (in his Time) 
though he had his Revelation immediately fromm 
—_— yet had no Notion of St. Peter's Su- 
: C4 premacy, 


nt 24 '& 

premacy, is evident, from what he himſelf 
averrs, that he withlood him to the Face, and 
reprov'd him openly for his Prevarication, p Gal, 
ii. 11, Cc.) which we may be ſure, none of 
the inſpir'd Apoſtles would have preſum'd to 
do, if St. Peter had been either Smpreme or 
Tnfallible! On the contrary, St. Paul claim'd, 
at leaſt, an Equality with him, where he af- © 
firm'd himſelf to. be in Nothing behind the very 
chiefelt Apoſtles, (2 Cor. xi. 7 and xii. 11.) 
which alone is a full Proof of my firſt e 
ſition. Nay, moreover, 

2. Tis manifeſt, That St. PETER HIMSELF 
never had any Notion of ſuch a Supremacy 
| veſted in him, as is now claim'd at Rome, by 
his pretended Succeſſors. II he had, he ſurely 
would not have condeſcended to give an Ac- 
count of his Conduct to thoſe: who contended. 
with him, on a Suppoſition of his being guilty 
of an irregular and unwarrantable Proceeding : 
And, much leſs would he have thought it ne- 
ceſſary (as he did A#s xi.) to plead in his Juſti- 
cation, an Authority ſuperior to his own. But, 
to clear up this, tis more eſpecially to be ob- 
ſerv'd, That, in the great Council at Feruſalem, 
where the Ap9files and Elders came "together, to 
determine the Controverſy about Circumciſion, 
tho' St. Peter was there (not repreſented: by 
Proxy or Legate, but) perſonally preſent, he 


Was fo far from exerting himſelf under any ſuch 


_ pretended Character (as the modern Zealots for 
the Papal Supremacy preſume to give him) of 


A the V; Hole Ruud 7 we ey Univerſal Biſhap, 


Prince 


\ 
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Pri nce of the Apoſtles, and Chriſt's Vicar, Ke: 
that he neither ſpake he ſirſt, as with Autho- 
rity, to open the Council, nor the laſt, to pro- 
nounce the Decree : Neither did he ſpeak at all, 
till after there had been much diſputing; and that 
but once, as Barnabas and Paul allo did, de- 
 claring ſeverally, what Miracles and Wonders 
God had wrought among the Gentiles by them : 
But the final Sentence was authoritatively given 
by St. James, who, being the proper Biſhop 
of the Place, was Preſident of the Council held 
there; and accordingly, the whole Council 
aſſenting to the Judgment, ſo pronounced (not 
by St. Peter, but) by St. James, the decretal 
Epiſtles were drawn up, and ſent abroad to the 
ſeveral Churches, in the Names, and by the 
Jolx r Authority of them arr. Neither was 
the Queſtion determin'd in compliance with 
the Sentiment of St. Peter, (who pleaded for an 
Exemption of the converted Gentiles from the 
Note and Burden of the Moſaic Law in general) 
but according to the Judgment of St. James, 
who thought it fit to oblige them ſtill to ſome 
fe particular neceſſary Obſervances, which St. 
Peter had not ſo much as mention d, (Acts xv.) 
which of itſelf, might be ſufficient to obviate 
all Pretence of a Supremacy in any of his Suc- 
ceſſors, from other General Councils, ſince tis 
plain, he was not allow'd any himſelf, in this, 
which was a Pattern and Precedent to all the 
| reſt, To all which may be added, that tho! 
St. Peter wrote two Catholic Epiſtles, for con» 
3 and . ng the OI he gives 
"i not 


(26) 
not the leaſt Hint of any ſuch fingular Supre 


macy, as is here contended. for, in either of 
them; but calls himſelf only a Fellow-Elder 
with the other Elders of the Church, and ex- 
horts them alſo to FEED Zhe ' Flock of God, 
1 Pet. v. 1, 2.) which is the very ſame in 
nſe with the Charge which CHriſt had before 
iven to him, in the before alledg d Text, (St. 
John xxi. 15, 16, 17.) but does not import 
any Grant of Supremacy, to the one more than 
to the other. Neither, in that Goſpel, which 
St. Mark is faid to have written by his Direc- 
tion, does he once mention the ſuppos'd Pre- 
heminence in the Promiſe of the Keys, but 
only the Confeſſion of Chri/*s Divinity which 
was wen by him, as the Speaker of the whole 
College of Anne. (St. Mark viii. 29.) On 
the contrary, this very Peter, whom the 
Papiſts affect to call the Rock of the Churchz 
and the FoundaTIon upon which Cbriſi did 
build the ſame, expreſly calls Cbriſt himſelf 
the Living Stone, and the Chief Gorner-Stone, 
foretold by the Prophet 1/aiab, as the Faunda- 


tion, upon which every one muſt build, who 


will come to be a Part, or Member, of the 
Criſtian Church, ( As iv. 11. and 1 Pet. ii. 
Sc.) In ſhort, if Peter had entertain d any 
Notion, that He himſelf was a joint, or ſecon- 
| Toy. Foundation of this ſpiritual Building, 
which tis plain he had not, or elſe) he would | 
ve directed his Flock to come to him, as 
ebe ot ap en God of: old — 4 : 
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predicted he would lay in Sion, as the Founds- 
Toon of his Church, together with Chriſt. 
Here I might reſt the Whole of our preſent 
Controverſy, with reſpect to Scripture Autho- 
rity: But, ſince there is one of the Texts re- 
ferr'd to by this Gentleman, of which he has 
not made "oy common Uſe, I ſhall not think 
it improper to ſubjoin a ſhort and true State of 
the Caſe, as being the moſt commonly inſiſted 
on by other Advocates on that Side of the 
n. | | 
The Text I mean is that in I Matth, xvi. 
18, 19, where our Saviour's Words are, 1 ſay 
allo unto thee, that thou art Peter, and upon 
THis Rock I ill build my Church; and the 
Gates of Hell ſhall not prevail againſt it: And 
T «will give unto thee the KEYS of the Kingdom 
of Heaven : And whatſoever thou ſhalt bind on 
Earth, ſhall be bound in Heaven; and whatſo- 
euer thou ſhalt looſe on Earth, forall be zee n 
Heaven. | 
Here, we learn From the Content, Te! That 
our Lord, having aſk'd bis Diſciples, what 
Opinion the People had entertain'd-of him, and 
| being told what they had ſeverally heard, was 
lead to put this Queſtion to themſelves, But 
whom ſay YE that I am? Which being de- 
manded of them all in general, and conſe- 
quently: requiring but one - Anſwer, in a Point 
wherein they were all agreed, Simon Peter (as 
it were the Foreman of a Jury, -pronouncing 
the Verdict for himſelf and his Brethren) made 
Anſwer, at . all, * Thou art ie 


Crit 
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; 695% of God, the Son of the Living God, (St. 7 
Matth, xvi. 13 — 16. St. Mark ix. 27 — 29. 
And St. Luke ix. 18 — 20.) And this was fo 
far from being the particular Profeſſion of St. 
Peter himſelf only, that it is no more than 
What he had before expreſly declar'd to be the 
firm and common Creed of them all, (upon 
the Defection of the Multitude) when he ſaid, 
Ws believe! and are ſure, that thou art that - 


Chriſt, the Son of the Livi ng God, (St. Fobn vi. 


69.) 2. What our Lord faid in Reply to this 
Profelion, though ſpoken in the ngular Num- 
ber, as if directed perſonally to Peter only, 
cannot reaſonably be conſtrued excluſively of 
the reſt, any more than what he had ſaid elſe- 
where (St. Luke v. 10.) can be underſtood to 
qualify Peter alone, excluſive of his Partners, 


to catch Men, that i is, to draw or win them to 
bim by preaching the Goſpel. But as the Pro- 


feſſion of their Belief in Chriſt was made by 
the Mouth of one of them (as is neceſſary in all 

orderly: Societies, to avoid Confuſion) fo was 
0 Chrif? $ Reply teturn'd to that One, who ſpake 
in the Name of all the reſt, to des: the 
Unity which he would have in his Church, 
3. Tho' the Expoſitors are not agreed, whether 
the Rock is here properly meant of Peter him- 
ſelf, or of the Faitb which he had then pro- 
feſs d, or rather of Cbriſt himſelf; (for in fas 
Pour of thoſe two latter Opinions there are 
many eminent Interpreters, as well as of the 
former ;) this, however, is undeniable, even 


_ the Authority * Holy * ae = 
| 1 ' 


( 


7 ir br Loi: deli ner Th" ap Peter, 


and upon Thee I will build my Church, but upon 
this Roch; plainly alluding to ſomething elſe: 
And, according to the ſame Metaphor, arr 
the Apoſtles are equally call'd Foundations, yea, 
| faid to be the Twelve Foundations upon which 
the Walls of the new Jeruſalem ( meaning the 
Evangelical Church) is built, (Rev. xxi. 14, 


and Epb. ii. 20.) and ſometimes others of them, _ 
as well as Peter, are called Pillars, with rela- 


tion to the Church already built, (Gal. ii. g.) 
4. What our Lord added here, by way of 
Anticipation only, ſaying to Peter, in the 
Future Tenſe, I wiLL GIVE unto THEE the 


Keys, &c. he immediately explain'd, by fay- 


ing, and whatſoever #bou ſhalt bind, &c. mean- 


ing the full Exerciſe of Feclefiaſtical Govern- 
ment and Juriſdiction: Which he ſoon after 


ee er to all the Apoſtles together, in the 
very ſame Words, only changing the Singular 


Number into the Plural, thus, I balſoever Vn 


ſhall bind on Earth, ſhall be bound in Heaven; 


and whatſoever YE "ſhall looſe on Earth, ſhall „% 


= 


loofed in Heaven, (St. Matth. xvin. 18.) And 


accordingly, what he thus promiſed, he did 


erform to them in general, when, after his 


Reſurrection, he ſpake to them in the preſent 
Tenſe, and gave them their full Commiſſion, 
ſaying, Whoſeſoever Sins YE remit, they are 


remitted unto them; and whoſeſoever Sins YE 


retain, they are retained. (St. Fobn xx. 23.) 
In virtue of which groin. Commiſſion, we 


fad, St, Paul excommunicating the inceſtuous 
Corinthian, 


164. 


| een not as by any Authority delegated 


from St. Peter, but abſolutely by his own 
Apoſtolical Authority, derived: immediately - 
from Cbriſt himſelf, (1 Cor. v. 3, 4, 5.) Nei- 
ther had the Apoſtles themſelves only, but the 


Biſhops alſo, ſuch as Timotby and Titus, had 
their own reſpective Ecclefiaſtical Courts, for 


the Exerciſe of their Juriſdiction, to receive 


Accuſations, (1 Tim. v. 19.) to give in Charge 


what Doctrine was to be taught, (— i. 3.) — 


and to flop the Mouths of the AP Deceivers ; 


(Tit. i. 10, 11.) All which Power of Juriſdic- 
tion thoſe Biſhops evidently received (as the 


Scriptures teſtify) from St. Paul himſelf, and 


not from St. Peter, as the now pretended Foun- 


dation of all Spiritual Juriſdiction. And, 3 
There is not one of the Apoſtles that ever gave 
the leaſt Hint of ſuch a peculiar Prerogative of 
St. Peter; or of any Subjection due to bim, on 


that Mecount, from all the Churches, and 


much leſs to his Succeſſors : But their * | 
Injunctions were only that they ſhould obey. 
. thoſe who had the Rule over them in the Lord, 
who watched for their Souls, and admoniſhed 


them ; that is, to their own proper Paſtors and 


: Gbverdiors, in their reſpective Places and Sta- 


tions, (1 Theſ. v. 12. and Hebr, xiii. 17.) and 


to build up 1 on therr moſt 10 Faith, 
(St. Fude 2 29 


From theſe, d the cole Texts of Seri * 
ture herein before diſcuſs'd, as well as from ſe- 


veral more (which need not here to be ſuper- 


_— we may 850 E as it — | 
5 1 
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rily follows upon the Whole, that our Lord 
never gave to St. Peter any perſonal Prerogative 
of Univerſal Supremacy over the Chriftian 
Church; and much leſs to thoſe who were to 

be his Succeſſors i in the See of Rome, as is here 
contended for. The moſt that can be fairly 
gather'd from the peculiar Circumſtances of his 
Caſe, is, that he was made choice of to be the 
int to open the Gate, to let the Gentiles into 
the Church of Chriſt, by the Converſion of 
Cornelius and his Family, (to which he refers 
in what he faid in the Council at Jeruſalem, _ 

Acds xv. 7. Vet, though he then laid tge 
firſt Sone in the F er of Faith among 
them, that did not give him the Supremacy, 
even over them; for St. Paul had the Diſtine- 
tion 'of Honour to be the Apoſtle of the Gen- 
tiles, (Rom. xi. 13.) and, as ſuch, had rhe 

Care of all the G (2 Cor. xi. 28. ) S 
Bur now, I am to accompany this Gentle- 

man, and proceed to what he hath * { 

from Genzrar CouNcits. 3 
'] He ſays, The firſt NICENE Council, (Fa- . 

"90 * thers 328) approv'd by Pope Sylveſter, A. D. 
25, decreed, That he who holds the See: 

* 225 Rome is the Head and Chief of all the Pfarr- 

e triachs ; ſeeing he is the firſt, to whom all 
Power Eccleſiaſtical is given over all Chriſtian 
Princes, and all their People: And whoever 
© ſhall contradi& this, is ERIE by 
the Synod, Can. 39. —' © | 
Here, inſtead of authentic Proofs, we have 
only a Demonſtration of the Gentleman' $ own 
| unwary 


6 — 


1 CV" Cr, 
8 r ˙—wQQ «dn Sr IEIEnR 
P ²˙ m d ER 
9 — 
i 1 
— 
« by, * 


"Fw 


un Miſtakes, or wilful M 1 | 
Not to infiſt on that of the Number of the 


Fathers aſſembled in this Council, (which he 
reckons to have been 328, inſtead of 318) he 


reports at to haye been approv 0V'd by Pop Syl. a 


weſter ; as if this famous General Council had 


been held, and the Acts of it paſs'd, by the b 


© Pope's Authority : Whereas, all impartial and 
unprejudiced Authors agree, 1. That this Coun- 
cil was afſembled by the expreſs Authority of 


vita Conſt. L. iii. C. 6. Socr. L. i. C. 8. TBeod. 


the EMrRROR Conſtantine the Great, Eise. 


L. i. C. 7, and Sozůom. L. i. C. 17.) which is 


evident even from their own Synodical Epiſtle 5 


to the Church of Alexandria, (Labb. T. ii. 


p. 59, Bin. p, 285. and Baron. Ann. 325. - 


N. 117.) 2, That the Emperor himſelf was pre- 
ſent, fitting on a Throne of Gold, aboye all 
the Biſhops, as their Preſident and Moderator 3 


as is teſtified by Euſebius, [ bid. C. 10, who 


was a Member of that Council; and confeſs'd 
"its by Baronius himſelf ( Ann. 325. N. 73.) 


= 3. That when the Canons were made 85 


y the Biſhops in the Council, the EMpzRor 


* ratified the ſame under his own veal, 


{Euſeb. ibid, L. 1. C. 37.) So far is it from 
_ being true, that this Council was approv'd by 


Pope Sylvefter, (as this Gentleman repreſents 
it) that none of theſe ancient Eccleſiaſtical Hiſ- 
torians do ſo much as mention Sylveſter, as 


having had any Hand in the whole Tranſac- 
tion; neither indeed is it agreed, among the 


Kere n in what Pape: s Time this 
| Meek: ou Council 


* — 


3 (33 ) Tz 
Council was held. Be that as it will, the 
learned Richerius (though himſelf a Romaniſi) 
ſays, © It is clear, by undoubted Teſtimonies, 
that the Appointing, Convening, and Preſi- 
* dency of this Council, depended on the Au- 
© thority of Conſtantine, ¶ Hiſt. Concil. C. ii. $. 2, 
Sc.) where he alſo blames Baronius and Binius, 
for wilfully miſtaking the Pope's Conſent (which 

was requiſite only as he was Biſhop of an emi- 
nent Church) for his Authority, to which no 
Pope in that Age ever pretended. 4. The 
Canons here made were in Number no more 
than Twenty; as is affirm'd by all the Greets, 
and particularly by Theodoret and Ruffnus : And 
it is alſo confeſs'd, that when the Sixth Council 
of Carthage (within leſs than an hundred Years 
after this) made a diligent Search into the three 
great Patriarchal Sees of Alexandria, Antioch, 

and Conſtantinople, they could not ind any more 
than Twenty Canons, (Lab. T. ii. p. 71. and 
Bin. p. 395, col. 2.) Yet, ſuch is the Modeſty , 
and boaſted Impartiality of ſome zealous Advo- 
cates, to ſerve their own Turn, that) this Gentle- 
man is pleas'd, with great Confidence, to quote 
a pretended 39th Canon of this Council, (Which 
never was made) to prove a Popiſb Supremacy, 
and to ſecond the ſame with a fictitious Excom- 
munication of all thoſe who ſhall contraaitt is; 
' though in flat Oppoſition} to the 6th genuine 
Canon of that very fame Council. For, 5. 
?Tis evident from this 6th Canon, that the 
holy Fathers in this Council had no ſuch: No- 


tion of the Biſhop of Rome's being the Head 
eic . and 
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and Chief of all the Patriarchs, or his having 
all Power Eccleſiaſtical given to him, by Cbriſt, 
when they expreſly confined the Biſhop of 
Rome, as well as the other Patriarchs, within - 
proper Bounds of Juriſdiction, aſcribing all his 
Patriarchal Power unto Cz/iom only, and not to 
Law Divine; neither is there any one Word, 
in all the genuine Canons, to give the leaſt Co- 
| lour to what is here alledged. 
Tet he is ſo confident in his Cauſe, as to in- 
fiſt alſo, That the firſt ConsTANTINOPOLI- 
© Tan Council (Fathers 150) A. D. 381. de- 
* fined, That St. Peter was Head and Prince 
of the Apoſtles ; and the Power of looſing 
and binding Sins was given to St. Peter by 


* 
R 6 „ 


© our Lord, who, in his Succeſſors, lives and 
e exerciſeth Judgment, to this "OY Time, and 


7s ris 3h Ack. 3. 

Here, (though the Gentleman does hot call 
bpon me for it) it may be proper to obſerve, 
1. That this Second General Council was con- 
ven' d, held, and confirm'd, by the like Au- 
thority as the former, that is, not by the Papal, 
but the IMPERIAL. For not only the ancient 
Hiſtorians (Socr. L. v. C. 8. Sczem. L. vii. C. 
7. and Theod, L. v. C. 7) do expreſly prove this: 
But the Fathers themſelves, in their Synodical 
Epiſtle to the Emperor Theodgſius, do teſtify 
the ſame; ¶ Lab. p. 946, and Bin- p. 533.) and 
 Ritherius bath: Caddy? clear'd the Point, that 
*  Theodefius called this General Council by his 
ſole Authority, (Hiſt. Concil. L. i. C. v. F. 1, 2.) 


And, tis Plain, the PETER alſo . 
® | | 8 
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his Sanftion to their Decrees, at the Requeſt 
of the Fathers, who deſir'd him, by his pious 
Edict, to confirm the ſame, ( Lal, and Bin, 
ubi ſupra.) They wrote indeed, afterwards, 
to Damaſus, the Biſhop of Rome; yet not to 
him alone, but to Ambroſe, and other Weſtern 
Biſhops with him : And that too, not for any 
authoritative Confirmation, but to notify to 
them their Proceedings, fo that they might 
Participate with them in their mutual Joy for. 
what they had done, {Theod. L. v. C. g.) From 
whence tis evident, that there may be a Ge- 
neral Council (as this undoubtedly was) in which 
the Pope is not preſent, either in Perſon, or by 
any Legates, and in which neither he, nor 
they, re the Honour of preſiding. How- 
- 'ever, 2. Tis plain, from the third Canon of 
this 1 (to which this Gentleman ap- 
peals) That the Biſhop of Conſtantinople ſhould 
 bave the Prerogative of Honour, next after the * 
Biſtop of Rome; for this Reaſon, becauſe (as 
they expreſs it, on account of the Removal oe 
the Imperial Seat) Conflantinople is New Rome: 
Neither is that Expreſſion (of Next after) to be 
utiderſtood as any Note of Submiſſion, or Sub- 
jection, of the one to the other, but (as it is 
properly explain'd by Balſamon) according to 
the 28th Canon of the Council of Chalcedon, 
which we are next to conſider, Whence there- - 
fore this Gentleman could draw the Arguments 
which he pretends to ground upon this Canon, 
| (fo. manifeſtly contrary to the Authority of 


Holy Scripture, as well as to authentic Hiſtory 


| : 2 36 
and good Reaſon) it Lats his Followers to 


examine. 


And now we Cd to whit is ; alledged of 
© the CHALcDON Council, (Fathers 600) Pope 
Leo preſiding, A. D. 451. In the third Ac- 
t © tion (of which he ſays) Pope Leo is call'd 
* Univerſal Archbiſhop of Old Rome ; and Sen- 
* tence is pronounced. againſt Dioſcorus, in the 


Name of Leo and St. Peter, to acknowledge 


: er to be St. Peter's Succeſſor. 

But, how far this alſo will come ſhort of pro- 
ving the Papal Supremacy, may be ſeen, by ob- 
ſerving, 1. That this Council was call'd and 
held here by the expreſs Authority of the E& !- 
PEROR Marcian; and that too, not only with. 
out, but AGAINST, Tux Popz's WILL. For, 
though Pope Leo had ſent Legates to Con/lan- 
tinople, to defire that a General Council might 
be call'd by the Emperor, and particular! at 


it might be aſſembled in Taly, if he pleas'd, 


(Baron. Ann. 450, p. 115, Bin. p. 18, Labb. 
Col. 37, 38, N. 19) Yet Theodsfius, during his 
Reign, could not be prevail'd with to call one: 
Abd though his Succeſſor, Marcian, conſented 
to call ſuch a Council, he would not have it 
(as the Pope defir'd) in Tah, but in the Eaſt, 
Where the Matters in Controverſy began, and 
therefore, according to the ancient Canons, 
were to be determin'd. Thus, the EMPEROR 
ſummon'd the Biſhops at firſt to meet at Nice, 
(Marcian, Ep. N. 36 and 37. Bin. p. 29, &c. 
Labb. col. 66, &c.) though he was afterwards 
| — to remove them to Chalcedon, to Bes 
3 ee ace 
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Place (as being much nearer to»him) he alſo 
came to them, (Marc. ibid. N. 41. Bin. p. 32. 
and Lab. col. 74.) 2. Neither did Pope Leo 
properly prgſide in it, though he had his Legates 
there, who ſate, as uſual, in the Place of him 
whom they were to repreſent. But the true 
Preſident - was the EMPEROR himſelf, who, 
when he was preſent, ſate above all the Biſhops ; 
and, in his Abſence, his Legates, the Lay- 
Judges, fate there as his Repreſentatives, (Act. 
1. Bin. p. 34. Labb, col. 88.) And theſe, by 
virtue of the Imperial Authority, did not only 
propound, or allow, what Points were to be 
_ debated; but of them alſo, even the Pope's 
Legates, as well as the other Biſhops, had the 
| Leave to ſpeak in their proper Order, (Act. 4. 
Bin. p. 336. Lab. col. 518. and Act. 16. Bin. p. 
334. Labs. col. 793.) They ſumm'd up the De- 
bates, and generally gave the deciſive Sentence. 
3. As to what this Gentleman alledgeth, out of 
the third Action, relating to Dzoſcorus, the 
Truth is, That the whole Cauſe having been 
fully heard, and the Judges come to a Determi- 
nation, in a former Seſſion, ſo that nothing 
more remain'd to be done, but-for the Biſhops 
to execute the Sentence according to the Canons, 
there was no Occaſion for the Emperor, or any 
of the Lay Judges, to be preſent : But then the 
| Pope's Legates twice aſk'd the Synod's Opinion + 
of the Caſe; and the whole Synod declared 
Dioſcorus to be condemn'd: For, the Legates 
durſt not pronounce the Sentence, till they had 
aſk d, if the Synad commanpeD them to give 
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(38) 
the Ecclefiaſtical Sentence? And then, by tb 
Order of the Synod, they firſt pronounced it; 
and every Biſhop, ſingly, declared Dioſcorus 
Depos'd and Excommunicated, (Act. 3. Bin. 
p. 192, Sc. Labb. col. 421, Ge But, the 
Force of the Sentence depends upon the agreeing 
Votes of All: And, we ſee, though the Pope had, 
before, canonically depoſed Dioſcorus, yet his 
Sentence was re. examin d in a General Council, 
as is honeſtly acknowledg'd even by a Cardinal, 
( Cuſan, de Concord, Cath, L. 2. C. 8.) In 
hort, the Sentence itſelf, Which was Publiſh'd 
| thont his Depoſition, as well as the Letter 
Written to Alexandria, do expreſly declare, that 
he was depos'd and degraded by the Holy Gene- 
ral Council And the very fame is Aft d. in 
their Synodical Epiſtles to Marcian and Pul- 
cberia, defiring them to confirm the Council's 
Sentence, (Act. 3. Bin. p. 214, 215, and Labb. 
col. 460, &c.) Soon after which, when the 
Council was ended, we find two IMPERIAL 
Edicts, fully confirming the Decrees of this Holy 
Council, and adding to the latter of them, Pe- 
nalties upon all thoſe who would not receive the 
fame, (Par. 3. Concil. num. 3 and 4 Bin. p. 352, 
Sc. Labb. col. 840, &c.) So that whatſoever 
Flouriſhes the modern Romaniſts may invent to 
entertain their Proſelytes with, or whereſoever 
this Retailer of their Fictions has pick'd up 
what he ſays here of Pope Leo's acknowledg'd 
Lppremacy, as St. Peter's Succeſſor, it is Sal 
yain, and impertinently inferr'd from this 
ys: of Digſcorus: For, a it was indeed 
0 fan 
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that Popes s Opinion, (before the Council met) 
that he cught to be depos'd ; yet it was the Au- 
thority of the Council, Fasel by the Emperor, 
which actually depos' d him. But, 4. To be 
ſomewhat more particular, the pretending to 
give Pope Leo the Title of Univerſal Archbi- 
ſhop of Old Rome, is equally falſe, abſurd, and 
unprecedented, For, it does not appear that 
Leo was honour'd, in the Acts of this Council, 
with any higher Title, than that (which was 


not uncommon to thoſe of other great Sees) of 


. the moſt Holy Archbiſhop Leo, (Can. 30.) But, 
for the other Title of Univerſal, it was ſo far 
from being granted, or allow'd, to any Pope, 
or other Biſhop, in thoſe firſt Ages, that when 
it was, long afterwards, aſſum'd, or pretended 
to, it was loudly cenſur'd and condem'd, as 
profane, blaſphemous, and Antichriſtian, as I 
ſhall have occaſion to prove hereafter, And, 
laſtly, to demonſtrate, | that the Biſhops in this 
Council were far from acknowledging any Thing 
like an Univerſal Supremacy in him, or any 
other, is evident, from their 28th Canon; 
wherein, though they follow the Decrees of the 
Fathers, and honour Old Rome, as the Imperial 


City, yet at the ſame Time, they recognize and 


confirm the 3d Canon of Conſtantinople (before- 
mention'd) which gave the City of Conſtanti- 
nople (which was then become New Rome) 


equal Privileges with the other: Rigbth judging, 


that the City, which is the Seat of Empire, and 
of a Senate, and is equal to the old Empreſs 
8 in ether Privileges, ſhould be fo alſo in 

D 4 Eccle- 
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Eccleftaſtical Concerns, as being the Second, and 
next after her, (Bin. T. 3. p. 446, 447) that 
is to ſay, in point of Precedency only, not of 
any other Privilege. For, if theſe holy Fathers 
had believ'd, that there was any ſuch ee 
Authority, as is now pretended to, given ow 
Chriſt to the Biſhop of Rome, they undoubte ; 
Iv would never have oppos d him; and much 
leſs have thus given their Saction to the Grant 
of Eq AL PRIvILEGEs to any other. But, it 
is manifeſt to all rational Men, that the ancient 
Fathers did not aſcribe the Honour of Prece- 
dency to the Biſhop of Rome, on account of his 
 Gtting in St. Peter's Chair, or under pretence of 
his being Chriſt's Vicar, but only becauſe he 
had his Seat in the Im perial City, as the Biſhop 
of Conſtantinople now 1 ä 
Here the Gentleman ſtops, to take a little 
Breath, and ſays, So much for the firſt three 
5 General Councils; and now let us hear what 
the Fathers fay.” In the mean time it is pro- 
per to take Notice of another Defect, either in 
his Memory or Underſtanding, where he calls 
theſe the firſt three General Councils. But this 
may pals as one of the leaſt conſiderable of his 
Miſtukes ; though every. one, who has had any 
Acquaintance with the General Councils, muſt 
know that there was one held at Epheſus, A. D. 
1 (twenty Years before this at Chalcedon) 
which is therefore always call'd the Third, and 
| this” the Fourth, General n., we which 
fe more her reafter, ! „ 
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Now, as to what he alleds geth out of the | 


8 every Body — how eaſy it is 


for an artful Collector to pick and cull, out of 


many voluminous Writings, ſome 'unconnefted 
Expreſſions, which may be occaſionally ſtrain'd, 
' reſted, and applied 85 a Senſe, which the Au- 
thor himſelf never meant or thought of. But, 
he muſt have a new Art of Logic, peculiar to 


himſelf, who can propoſe, and infiſt upon, an 


Argument, drawn from meer Rhetorical Flo- 
riſhes, or other accidental Phraſes, as of any 
Weight in the Scale of Truth, to prove Sr. 


Peter's Supremacy, and that of the Biſhops of 


Rome, as his Succeſſors, in plain Contradiction 
to the whole Tenor and Analogy of Holy Scrip - 
ture, as well as of the Series of Hiſtory, both 
facred and profane; wherein it expreſly appears, 
that none of the other Apoſtles, nor even St. 
Peter himſelf, nor any of his pretended Succeſ- 
ſors in ſeveral of the firſt Ages, ever acknow- 
ledged, claimed, or thought of, any ſuch a 
thing. But, let us hear what he would be at. 
_ He ſays, 

7% K the firſt Age, St. DenN1s, the Areopa- 
« g:te, affirms, that he and Timothy were both 
« preſent at the Bleſſed Virgin Mary's Death; 

| and there was alſo preſent both James the 


Brother of our Lord, and Peter, ſupream and 


* antient Top of Divines. He is cited by St. 
5 « Yobn Damaſcen. Orat. 2. 

A Toþ Argument this indeed! But where is 
its Authority, if the Books now extant under 
his Name were not Written by him, (as is own'd 
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to be mach 4oubted by ſome Men of Note; a 
even in the Roman Communion, (Sixt. Senenf, 
Bibl. L. 6. Annot. 229. and Bin, p. 336, col. 2.) 
but of a much later Age? However, tis re- 


; markable, that this Author (whoever he was) 


calls the Decad of the Apoſtles co-ordinate with 
their Foreman, St. Peter. (Dionyſ. de Eccl, 
Hier. C. 5). And though he treats at large 
about the 5 of the Eccleſiaſtical Hierar- 


chy, and of Epiſcopacy as the firſt and higheſt 


e Divine Orders, in which the Hierarchy is 


conſummated, (ibid.) He ſays not a Word of 


* any Papal Supremacy, or any other. So that 


this Gentleman might, as properly and perti- 


nently, have vouched their fabulous Legend of 


St. Dennis (carrying his own Head in his Hand, 


for the Space of two Miles; after it was cut off 1) | 


as what he has here gravely alledged from thoſe 


|  fpurious Writings, in favour of an uſurped Ou = 
= . ,premacy. 


In the ſecond 3 St. Ireneus, (is called to 
prove that) all Churches round about, ought 
* to. reſort to the Roman Church, by reaſon of 
her moſt powerful Principality, (L. lit C. 3.) 
And again, The Roman Church is the greateſt, 
and moſt antient, founded at Rome, by St. Pe- 
ter and St. Paul, (L. iii. Valent. C. 3 
lere, it might be ſufficient to —_ 1. That 
the meſt powerful Principality might properly 
enough be aſcribed to Rome, in reſpect of its 


being then the only Imperial Seat; and otlier 


Churches might well reſort to the fame, on Ac- 
nt of the r of the Chriſtian F kick 
ZE lg” | 


—— — > 


(43) 


which was then profeſſed there, 43 without N 
any Reſpect to the Univerſality of the Roman 
Juriſdiction and Dominion now pretended to. 
And, 2. That ſince the Raman Church is here 
acknowledged to have been founded by St. Pe- 
ter AND St. Paul, this can be no rational Proof 
of a Supremacy in the one, more than in the 
other. But, 3. Where it is called the MosT 
ANTIENT, the Author is guilty of a notorious 
Fallacy : For as the Romani/ts themſelves affirm, 
that St. Peter was the Founder and Biſhop of 
Antioch, before that was founded at Rome ; ſo 
we have good hiſtorical Proof of a Cbriſtian 
Church planted even in this our Iſle bf Britain 
alſo before it. (Gild. de Excid. Brit. p. 11.) 
However, we have the infallible Aunnee of + 
Holy Scripture itſelf to prove, that the Church 
of Feruſalem was before any of them, accord- 
ing to the Prophecy; (Ia. ii. 3.) which there- 
fore being the moſt antient, bus? the beſt Title to 
be the MorhER CavRCH or ALL. And, 4: 
It is plain, from St. Iren@us, his own Conduct, 
that he did not believe either the Papal Supre- 
macy or Infallibility, when he, with a Synod of 
the Biſhops of France under his Juriſdiction, not 
only took upon them to expoſtulate (fo freely 
as they did) with Pope Y7&er, and to admoniſh 
him, in relation to his raſh Proceedings in the 
Controverſy about keeping Eaſter; but de- 
clared themſelves nevertheleſs to hold Commu- 
nion with the Aan Biſhops, whom that Pope 
had excommunicated. FR L. v. C. 2 p- 


152.) 
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T Thi next of the Fathers, here produced, Is 
in the third Age, ORIGEN ; when (he fays) 
the chief Choice of Feeding Chriſt's Sheep was 
given to St. Peter, and the Church founded 
4 upon him, C. 6. Epiſt. ad Raman. 
This requires no other Reply, than what is 
alteady remark'd, upon the foregoing Argu- 


54 ments, alledg' d from the Holy Scriptures. 


[ps he explains his Meaning, where he 
„ If you think the whole Church to be only 
2 2 Peter alone, what will you ſay of f Johs, 
A ys Son of Thunder, and of EACH 0 the Apeſter? | 
 &c. (in Matth. xvi. p. 275.) 
Iln the ſame Age, St. CYPRIAN (is alſo in- 
i troduced, ſaying) We hold Peter the Head of 
- the Church, (pit. ad Julian.) And in an- 
bother Pldce, he calls the Church of Rome St, 
Chair, Epiſt. 55 ' 
Here, I muſt obſerve, that, among theE viſtles 
of St. Cyprian, there is none addreſs d to Juan, 
or any other like that Name: And, if it was 
only the Writer's Blunder, meaning that to 
Jubaianus, it betrays no lefs Fallacy; z. ſince 
there are no ſuch Words to be found, in that 
long Epiſtle, as are here pretendedly quoted. 
But, it is plain, he muſt be a great Stranger 
to the Writings of this learned Father, or elſe 
an egregious Falſifier, who, from theſe, or the 
like caſual Expreſſions, would pretend to vouch 
St. Cyprian's Authority, in Favour of the Papal 
Supremacy. - For, with what Brotherly Fami- 


lluarity and Freedom does He always addreſs tha 
4.5 OR Popes, his VEAL; calling them 


(without 


Tis. 


(withou any ſappos'd! Diſtinction of Superis: 
but in plain Terms of EquarrTy) bis 
Brother Cornelius! his Brether Lucius! and 
His Brother Stephen! How clearly does He 
explain thoſe” (before cited) Words of our Lord 


to Peter, contrary to the modern N otion of Su- _ 
pr 3 where he lays, Our Lord gave the _. 


SAME PowER To ALL his Apoſtles : The other. | 
Apoſtles were, in truth, what Peter was; en- 
titled to an EQUAL Share with him of Dignity 
and Power; but, I ſay, the Proceſs began with 


One, that the Church might be confider'd as one, 


(Unity of the Church, & 3.) And, as, the 
Title of PoE was not, in thoſe Days, thought 
uliar to the Succeſſors of St. Peter, but given 
here, indifferently and frequently, to Cyprian 
(the Biſhop of Carthage) even by the Clergy of 
Rome itſelf, as well as to their own Biſhops ; 
| ſo does He call the Biſhop of Rome expreſly 
HIS COLLEGUE; (Epiſt. ix.) thereby denoting 
ſuch an Equality, as between Conſuls, or Tri- 
bunes, or Sheriffs, or any other joint Admini- 
ftrators of one and the ſame Office. To which 
if we add, how freely he cenſured” the Pride 
5 Vnpertinence of Po; pe Stephen's Proceedings, 
(Epiſt. Ixxiv.) and the Diſlike which he ex- 
prtreſs d againſt any other Biſhop's aſſuming to 
Pimſelf le ſuch a dictatorial Authority over thoſe 
of his own Order, as to be a Biſbop of Biſbops, 
(Conc, Carthag. A. D. 256.) which plainly 
ſhews his Opinion, (as Dupin well obſerves) 
that the Biſbop of Rome ought not to aſſume any 

A abs over * reſt of the Bifhops that 3 
* 


8 


* 


1% 


5 . or over their Churches, it muſt 
be abſurd to conclude, that this great Prelate 
could ever once think, that St. Peter himſelf 
was the Head of the Church, or that there was 
ſuch a Succeſſion of Supremacy in Sf. Peter 5 
Chair, as is here pretended, 

The next is, that, in the fourth Age, St. 


Bas1L calls St. Peter That Bleſſed One, who 


© was preferr'd before the reſt of the Apoſtles, 
-© Serm. de Fudicio Dei. 
But what the Preference Was, and how far 
ſhort of ſuch a Supremacy as is now contended 
for, may be fairly ſubmitted to the unpreju- 
' diced Reader's Judgment, upon the Remarks 
already made on the foregoing Arguments : And 
ſo may moſt of thoſe which here follow. 
However, to be ſomewhat more particular, this 
Fatber's Judgment is clear in the main Point, 
where he ſays, Chrift conferr'd to ALL Paſtors 


: and Teachers, continually afterward, an EQUAL 


Power (of feeding bis Sheep) whereof it is a 
. that all do, in like manner, bind and looſe, 
(Baſ. Conſt. Mon. C. 22. 
In the ſame Age, St. An en (is 
quoted, faying,) Thou art Peter: Upon 
hy Foundation, Pillars of the Church, that 
* is, the en are fortified. Ert. ad 
1 Hb. 185 

Whether theſe are the Words of St, Athana- 
fas, and fairly quoted, I have neither Oppor- 
tunity nor Leiſure, at preſent, to examine. Be 


that as it will, they are ſo oþſcure, as hardly 


to 7 any ſpecial Eres after * 1 
„ 


(47) 
has been faid of that Caſe in general. Yet it 
may be worthy of a Remark, that this ſame 
great Patriarch, who by his own Authority 
would hold Councils of all his comprovincial _ 
Biſhops at Alexandria (as he did) without 
taking the leaſt Notice of the Pope, and who 

(as 5" eden expreſſeth it) did, in this Synod, 
give Laws To THE WHOLE WorLD, ( Bar. 
Ann. 362. To. 4. p. 66, 73. Labb, p. 80g. 
Bin. p. 487. col. 1.) cannot reaſonably be call'd 
an Aſſerter of the Papal Supremacy and para- 
mount Juriſdiction over the whole Church. | 

In the ſame Age, St. Eexipyanivs, (ay "i 

ing) He choſe Peter, Captain of his Diſciples 
s Hereſ. 51. 
Vet, he fays elſewhere, (Hereſ. 78.) that 
St. James did firſt receive the Epiſcopal Chair, 
and 0 him our Lord did firſt intruſt his own 
Throne upon Earth; which is plainly incon- 
fiſtent with any Notion of St. Peter's Supre- N 
macy, as Chriſt's Vicar, or the Captain N his 
Diſciples. 5 
In the ſame Age, St. CyRIL, of Feruſa- 
; lem (thus) Peter, the Prince, (faith he) and 

© moſt excellent of all the A poſtles. Catech. 2. 
But, when the fame Father calls St. Peter 

and St. Paul, in Expreſs Terms, the Patrons, 
or Preſidents of the Church, (Catech. 6.) what 
can he' mean, upon the whole, but that they 
were . equal to one another in Honour, and 


neither of them ſuperior to the other, in point 
- e dv j 
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. In the ſame 1 St. Can rods (lay! 
« ing) The Paſtor, and Head of the Church, 
* was once a poor Fiſherman. Homil 55. in 


© Mattheum. 
And, what can this e to, when we 


* meet with the ſame great Father frequently 


elſewhere exprefling himſelf thus: pat was 
greater than Peter; and what equal to Paul ? 
(To. v. Orat. 167,) — They (the Apoſtles) were 
ALL in common, intruſted with the whole World, 
and had the Care of all Nations. (Ibid: Orat. 
4. and T. viii. p. 115.) — Sr. Paul bewerb, 


that each Apoſtle lid enjoy EQUAL Dignity, (in 


Gal. ii. 8.) — Upon this Rock ; he. ſaid not upon 
Peter: For he did not build his Church upon the 
Man, but upon is FAITH, | (To. v. Orat. 


163.) — St. James did prefide aver all the Jewiſh 


Believers. . (Ibid. Orat. 59.) — St. John was 4 
Pillar of the Churches 3 the World; be 
that had the Keys of the Kingdom of Heaven, 
(in John i. 1.) — Se. Paul was the Tongue, the 


9 eacher, 3he Apofile of the World : He had the 


whole World put into his Hands, and took care 
therzof; and had committed to him all Men 
dwelling upon Earth, (in 1 Cor. ix. 2.) — None 
was greater than He ; yea, none equal fo him. 
(To. vi. Orat. 9.) a 

Nov, from theſe, and numberleſs more iD. 
\ prefions of the like Sort, we may perceive, that 
- thoſe Titles of Captain, Prince, Head, &C. 


are but made uſe of as meer hype Flou- 


oY 


prove apy Supremacy of 8. Peter over the rel i 
0 


T 
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bf the Apoſtles, than Ciceros am; Sictafes 
the Prince of Philoſophers, and Sulpitius the 
Prince of all Lawyers, was, to prove the one 
of theſe to have had a ſupreme Government 
and. Juriſdiction over all the Philgſophers, and 
the other over all the Lawyers. Neither did 
theſe very Fathers here cited, nor any other of 
thoſe in the primitive Ages, mean any more, 
by all their Fi lights of Rhetoric, thari only ſo 
many eee of St. Peter's Apoſtolical 
Office, or of his perſonal Merits, without any 
comparative Relation to the reſt of the Apoſtles: 
Nor indeed did the Words themſelves properly 
import ſuch a Superiority, but an Eminency 
among them, in Worth, Merit, Apoſtolical 
Performances, or, at moſt, in the Order of 
Precedency. And, for the right Underſtand- 
ing thereof, we ought therefore to obſerve Ter- 
 tullian's Rule, (4d Prax. C. z.) rather to 
apply ourſelves 70 the Senſe of ite Things, than 
to the Sound of the Words, But, to proceed; 

In the ſame Age, OxciMENtvs, (fays) Not 

James, but Peter riſeth, as being both more 
5 fervent, and alſo the Preſident of the Dif 

* ciples, in C. i. Actorum,” 
This refers to the Deſignation of a neß 
Apoſtle, to ſupply the Place of Judas : But in 
that whole Caſe, there is no Colour or Pretence 
of a Supremacy. All that Peter did, was as 
one of the Number, to declare the Occaſion 
of their Meeting, and to ſuggeſt the Matter 
to them: But Trzy (the Diſciples) and not _ 


he wwe, appointed the Two, of whom Mat- 
| Ke: *  thias 


— 


. 


5 


thias was choſen by Lot, upon their ; Prayer ts 
the Lord to make his Choice, ¶ Acts i. 23, Sc.) 
And the like is evident alſo, in the Inſtitution 


of the Deacons; wherein the whole Authority 


was expreſly in THE TwlvE, and not in b 
Herter, or any other of them alone, ¶Acls vi. 2.) 
But, as to his being Prefdent in any other 
Senſe, the contrary is manifeſt, from what is 
obſerv'd before upon the great Council at Fe- 
AR. +... 
In the ſame. Age, OprArus MiLgvi- 
* TANUs (fays) in this Chair fate Peter, the 
© Head of the Apoſtles, 1. 2. contra Parmen,” 
But he fays, Peter did alone receive the Keys 
of the Kingdom of Heaven, 70 be communicated 
to the reſi, (L. 7.) that is, (as Rigaltius well 
. expounds it) which Chriſt himſelf would alſo 
communicate To THE REST, (R:galt. in pr. 
de Unit. Eccl.) And, as to the Honour paid 
to St. PETER's CHAIR, it has been already ac- 
© counted for, in the. foregoing Remarks upon 
the Canons. However, ſo far was this Father 
from pretending to make Communion with 
| Rome the ſole, or principal, Note of a Cathokc, 
that he expreſly inſiſts on the Neceſſity of be- 
ing in Communion with ALL oTHER Ortho- 
dox Churches, among whom he N 

mentions tbe ſeuen Churches of Aſia, (Optat. 


L.. 2. p. 50.) 


In the fame Age, EuszBius EMissE Ns 


( (Gays) He (Cbrift) firſt committed his Lombs, 


Da afterwards his Sheep, to Peter, beca 


* 
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*( was) made, not Paſtor, but Paſtor of Paſtors, 


kg 


rm. de Nativ. S. Jo. 
Upon which there needs nothing to be added 
We, after what has been herein- before re- 
mark d upon this Text; though the Credit of 


that Book is very doubtful, 


© In the ſame Age St. AmBros® (fays). An- 


L drew firſt followed our Saviour ; yet Andrew 
* received. not the Primacy, - but Peter, in 
E 2 Cor xii. 


But, here it muſt be obſerv'd, that what he 


ſays of Peter's Primacy, he explains to be 
meant of a Primacy of Confeſſion, not of Ho- 


nur 1 of Faith, not of Order, (de Incarn. C. 4.) 
And again, he ſays, ALL THE BisHoPs hae 


in St. Peter rerei ved the Keys of the Kingdom of 
Heaven, (de Dign. Sac. I.) Vea, that St. 
Paul was EQUAL yk St. Peter, (in Gal, 1) 

And, laſt of all, tis urg'd, that, in the 
fifth Age, St. AvGusTiN, ſpeaking of. Peter's 
* Penance; ſays, He cures the hole Bodys Diſ- 
73 * caſe in the very Head of the Church, (Serm, 


* 12, de 4 temporibus.) And again, Peter, the 
© Headof the Apoſtles; the Gate-keeper of. Heaven, 


* and the Foundation of the Church, (Epiſt. 86.) 


© And, in another Place, — Of whom Peter 
© the Apoſtle, by reaſon of his Primacy, Aboſtle- 


© ſip, Tract. ult. in Jaann. 
But, at the ſame Time, 'tis obſervable, that 


he dedlares, When it is ſaid to Peter, it is, 
T0 ALL, Fred my Sheep, (de Agone Chri/tr, 


C. 30. {A I noted on that Text before. Our 


Led gave the Power 10 Peter, as 4 Type pe. of 
* as 


© 5 4 


2 


( 5: Y 
Unity, (de Bapt. 3. 17.) — Net without Cauſe 
does Peter, AMONG THE REST of the Apoſt 5 
ſuſtain the Perſon of the Catholic Church; for 
to this Church are the Keys of the Kingdom 3 
Heaven given, when they are given unto Peter, 
(de Agone Chriſti C. 30. in Pſa. 108.) — And 
indeed, Brethren, het which a Paſtor is, be 
| Save aiſo to bis Members ; ; for, both Peter was 
a Paſtor, and Paul a Paſtor, and THE REST 
of the Apoſiles were Paſlors, and good Biſhops 
are Paſtors, (in Job. tr. 47.) . 
S8o much, I preſume, may well ſuffice, by 
y of Reply to what the Gentleman has here 
alledged out of the Fathers of the firſt five Cen» 
turies ; wherein I have ſhew'd, that the ſeveral 
Paſſages he has ſelected, (ſuppoſing them to be 
fairly quoted, and allowing them all the Force 
and Authority that can reaſonably be requiredꝰ 
are either inconſiſtent with the genuine Senſe 
and Meaning of the Authors themſelves from 
whom they are occaſionally pick'd and cull'd, 

, or at beſt inconclufive, and nothing to the Pur- 
poſe, for which he has taken the Liberty to . 
preſs them to ſerve his precarious Hypotheſis 

But now, before we proceed, let us ſee what 
Uſe the Gentleman would have made 80 theſe 
his ſelect Vouchers. 

Typhus far (ſays he) from Councils and Fathers: * 
from whence 1 draw this Concluon: =. 

III three General Councils, and the Fatheis 5 
© of the firſt five Centuries, did define, teach, 
© and believe, that St. Peter, and his Suceeſſors, [ae 
were — * of 50 Church, Fn 1 


IS 


4 
6 
© was univerſally acknowledg'd in this Nation, 

and all others, and was not uſurp'd. _ , 
But the three General Councils, and the 
Fathers of the firſt five Centuries, did define, 
© teach, and believe, that St. Peter, and his- 
Succeſſors, were Supream Head of the Church. 
438 Therefore, it was acknowledg'd, in this 
3 © Nation, and all others, and not uſurp' d. 

* Of which (ſays he) the Major is proved 

© from the Conſent of our Adverſaries ; who- 
grant, that, for the firſt frve Centuries, the 
; 3 had "not err'd: And the Minor is 
d han the above Citations of Councils and. 

3 1 55 
. But, for all his Logie, it 4 not appear to 
me, that either his Major, or Minor, are ſuf- 
ficiently prov'd, fram whence he pretends to 
draw this Concluſion. For, ; 
firſt, As to the Major; whatever might be 
defined, taught, and beli eved, by three General 


Councils, and ſome of the Fathers of the fin frve 


Centuries, cannot be a Proof that the ſame was 
UNIVERSALLY ACKNOWLEDG'D in thoſe Days. 
For, as there was another General Council, and 
many more Fathers alſo than thoſe he has here 
cited, within tbe firft fue Centuries, it is a groſs 
Fallacy, to draw ſuch a Conclufion of an uni ver- 
| ſal Achnowledgment, without a plain Proof that 
they had ALL agreed in the fame : And, till 
he is able to prove, that all were univerſally . 
agreed in the fame Acknowledgment, within the 
ſame Period of Time, it will be impertinent 
to init pon what he calls the Conſent of Ad- 
| W 3 verſaries; ; 


1 

'werſaries ; and needleſs to examine, whether, ' 
and by whom, it has been granted that, for. 
the feſt ? five Centuries, the Church had not err'd. . 
And, Secondly, The Minor alſo muſt be de- 
nied. For, neither did the three General Coun- 
cils and the Fathers, whom he himſelf has here 
cited, dine, teach, and believe whit he would 
fain extort from them, (as I have ſhew'd al- 
ready ;) and much leſs did all thoſe of the firſt 
five Centuries agree in an univerſal Acknowledg- 
ment of the fame, to ſupport his extraordinary 
Conclufion, which wall be taken N otice of 1 in 1 
proper Place. 

Now, though I am not under any Obliga- | 
tion here to go through the whole Series of the 
General Councils and the Fathers within 'that 
Period of Time, I ſhall yet enter fo far into 

the lame, as to produce more abundant Evi- 
dence of: this Gentleman's fallacious Argument. 

And, firſt, as to the.Councits ; it is well 

; Low: that the third General Council was 

| that held at Eepesvs, A. D. 431, (as I have 

noted before) which this Gentleman has paſs'd 

over without any Mention. But, for what 

Keaſon he did pot think it worthy of his No- 

tice, I cannot ſee ; ſince tis evidently to his 

2 Purpoſe, as much as either of the other; that 
is, indeed, Nothing at all for the Papal Supre- 

macy. For, 1. When'Neſtorius, Biſhop of Con- 

*  Nantinople, began to broach his Hereſy, he was 
. oppos'd by Cyril, Biſhop of Alexan- 
aria: And though the latter was ſeconded by 
2 liz 15 ie of Rome, and other Weſtern Biſhops, 
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. 
they found it neceſſary to deſire the Emperor 
to call a General Council at Epheſus, in order 
to the more authentic and effectual Examina- 
tion of the Cauſe. 2. The Emperor (Theods- 
us the Younger) thereupon iſſued his Edicts, 
ptefixing the Time and Place of their Meeting; 
and declaring, that whoever abſented himſelf 
ſhonld not be excuſed, (Bin. p. 164. & Labb, 
col. 436.) In Obedience to whoſe COMMAND 
the Council aſſembled; as is evident from their 
own. Acknowledgment in general, as well as 
that of the Pope himſelf and his Legates in par- 
ticular, (Bin. p. 168 — 236, and Labb. col. 
445 — 626.) 3. When they were met, Cyril 
of Alexandria, in right of his See, was Preſi- 
dent of the Council, together with Memnon, the 
Biſhop of the Place. For, the Patriarch of 
Rome not being prefent, and he of Conſtantinople = 
the Perſon under Cenſure, the Third was of 
courſe the Principal there, (Bin. p. 295, and 
Tabb. col. 763, &c.) and is, accordingly, with 

Memnon, called the Head of the Council,” (Bin. 
p- 304, and Labb. col. 786.) And now they 
proceed, to pronounce and ſubſcribe the ſolemn 
Sentence, of depoſing and excommunicating 
 Neſtorius, (Bin. p. 204, and Labb. col. 533.) 
without waiting for the Pope's Legates, F740 


did not come to Epheſus till the three Seſſions 1 


of the firſt Act were over: And yet their Ab- 
ſence was never objected, as if that had render d 
the Proceſs invalid. Neither was the Sentence 
pronounced in the Pope's Name, but thus. 
Our Lord Jeſus Chriſt, whom he hath Blaſphemed, 


(56) 

att by this Haly Council, decree, that Neſto⸗ 
rius all be depriv'd of his E iſcopal Diguity, 
and ſhall be excluded out of the Communion of 
Biſhops, (Bin. & Labb. ut ſupra.) But, 4, 
Whatever complimental Titles may be now 
given to, or claim'd by, the Popes, tis plain, 
from the Acts of this Council, that Nęſforius 
treats Ce/e/tine upon Terms of EqQuaLIT Y, and 
: fays, he will converſe with him, as one Brother 
7775 to do with another, (Cap. 16. Bin. p. 133, 
Labb, col. 349, Sc. and Baron. Ann. 430. 
P. 530.) W though Cyril ſalutes him with 
de I itle of his LoRD, (Cap, 21. Bin. p. 144 
and Labb, col. 377.) he at the ſame Time calls 
Jobn of Antioch alſo his Lord,, beloved Brother, 
and FelloweMinifter, (ibid.) in the very ſame 
Terms as he mentions Pope Celeftine himſelf, = 
in an Epiſtle to Fuvenalis, Biſhop of Teruſa- 

lem, (Cap. 24, Bin. p. 147. and Labb. col. 
388. Vea, ſo far are theſe, and the like Titles, 


. from being any Proof (as the Pope's Paraſites 


would have them to be) of a Supremacy, that 
we may ſee the fame Patriarch, Cyr], calling 
Acacius, the Biſhop of Berea, bis Lord, (Cap. | 
$7 5 Rin, p. 145. e Labb. col. 381 J And 
Juobmn of Antioch alſo beſtowing = ſame Title 
upon the Biſhop of Mindus, a very ſmall City, 
as well as upon the great Patriarch of Confton- 
Zinop/e, (Cap. 2 5. Bin. p. 150. and Labb. col. 
393.) By the like way of arguing, they might 
therefore as fairly conclude a Supremacy, here, 
over the See of Canterbury, from this Primate's 
Heng any one of his n in the uſual 
f Sole | 


(9) 


Ztyle of My Loxp! And, after. all, g. As. 

this General Council was conven'd by the In- 
perial Authority, ſo were their Acts „ d 
by the ſame Royal Sanction. For, notwith- 
ſtanding all the groundleſs Aſſertions of the 
Rami ſb Agents, in this and the like Caſes, to 
the contrary, tis evident, that Sozomen ex- 
preſly ſays, that the Emperor, by bis Suffrage, 
confirmed their Acts, (Soz. Hiſt. L. 7. C. g. 
p. 419) And Binius alſo grants, that the Em- 


peror  diſmiſs'd the Biſhops, and decreed, that ; 


the Sentence of this boly Cs Council againſt 
Neſtorius ſhould ſtand in full Force, ( Bin. N ot. 
p. 483. and Labb. col. 1251.) ; 
Tus have I fairly ſtate all the four GeNE- 
 RAL CoynciLs which were held within the 
firſt five Centuries ; and cannot find the leaſt 
Ground for a Proof of ſuch a Papal Supremacy 
as is now contended for: Neither need I ſtop 
here, if it were not beyond the Bounds of our 


preſent Inquiry; fince their own Cardinal Ca- 


Janus, among others, will teſtify, That he Au- 
thority of a Council doth not depend upon the 
Pope: * Becauſe, if fo, we ſhould diſannul the 
Authority of the Eur firſt General Councils; 
which were appointed by EMPeRoRs, when 
the Pope of Rome, in like Manner as the other 
Patriarchs, received @ public ORDER, by Letters 
miſſioe, for coming, or ſending, to the Councils, 
(Cuſan. Concord. Cath. L. 2. C. 2 5.) 5 
And as to the FaTuzss, 8 I have al- 
ready ſhew'd how vainly thoſe few have been 
9311 d " whom the Gentleman has here en- 


deavour d 


(53) 


ann force into his Service, it 1 is no ſmall | 
Diſparagement to his Cauſe, that among ſo 
many famous Authors, who fouriſh'd in thoſe. 
primitive Ages, he could not produce any one 
clear Teſtimony or Acknowledgment that St, 
Peter, and his Succeſſors, were — Head 
of the Church. Had this been capable of 
Proof, we might reaſonably have expected 
ſome Evidence from the Writings or Actions 
of St. Clemens of Rome, St, Ignatius of Antioch, 
St. Polycarp of Smyrna, St. Jen the Martyr, 
and Tertullian of Carthage, (all within the 7209 
fr/# Centuries ;) St. Firmin of Cæſarea, St. 
Hilary of Poictiers, St. Jerome, and many 
more, whom it would be needleſs (and there- 
fore tireſome) here to enumerate, within tbe 
2 five Centuries. | 
Noa, that St. CLEMens, though Biſhop of 
| Reme, was not conſcious of any ſuch univerſal 
_ Supremacy, as is now pretended to by the Suc- 
ceflors in that Chair, is evident, from his fa- 
mous Epiſtle to the Corinthians; wherein he is 
ſo far from lor ding it over God's Heritage, that 
he modeſtly writes it in the Name of dhe whole 
Church of Rome, without ſo much as once 
mentioning himſelf, and much leſs inſinuating 
any ſuch Thing as an izfallible Judge of Con- 
troverſies, inveſted with a Supreme Authority, 
from which there lay no Appeal. But indeed, 
nothing can be more abſurd than to talk of a 
Supremacy in that See, within this firſt Century, 
2 unleſs we could Peet a . in "Re. 


n , . : 


( 


of the Bucer of St. Peter, over St, | 
himſelf, who was yet alive. Is 

When St. IN AT IVS, Biſhop of Antioch, 
was condemn'd to his Maart aur at Rome, we 
might have expected an Account of ſome Diſ- | 
tinction of Reſpects paid by him (if any ſuch 

had been due) to the then Pope, in virtue of 
the now pretended Supremacy : But, tho' we 
read of the Chriſtians at Rome reſorting to him, 
on his Arrival there, and his pious Exhorta- 
tions to them in general, we ſee not the leaſt 
Intimation of any Supreme Authority in the 
Pope, either on that Occaſion, or in any of the 
Epiſtles which he had written to the ſeveral 
. 67 Churches, for their better Order and 
Eftabliſhment in the Faitnu. | 
When St. Poxycare, Biſhop of Smyrna,” 
came to Rome, about the Paſchal Controverſy, 
his Buſineſs was not to acknowledge any Supe- 
_ riority in Pope Anicetus; but to confer with 
him, in order to ſettle the Difference between 


the Eaſtern and Weſtern. Churches, about the 


proper Time of keeping Eaſter. And, though 
they were equally tenacious of their own Cuſ- 
toms, ſo that neither of them could . convince 
the other, yet they communicated together, 

and parted in mutual Terms of brotherly Love 

and Friendſhip, Which is the more remark- _ 
able, becauſe both Sides pleaded Apoſtolical 

Authority, (that of St. Peter and St. Paul on 
the one Side, and that of St. John and St. Philip 
on the other;) and yet no Pretence of Supre- 
15 8 was then offer d to "Be: ſet up by "And, 5 
| And, 


C 
And, when the ſame Controverſy was aſter⸗ 
| wards reviv'd, with great Violence, by 'Pope 
 F1&or, not only Irenæus, (beforemention'd) 
but Polycrates, Biſhop of "Epheſus, and divers 
others, in ſeveral Parts, held Provincial Synods, 
and Ai ghted his Cenſures: And even thoſe, 
| who yet agreed with him in the main Queſtion, 
blam'd him very ſharply, for his pretending 
imperiouſly to impoſe his Cuſtoms upon other 
Churches, in breach of the e e and 
Unity. 
When Jusrm, the Martyr, wrote his fa- 
mous Apology at Rome, in Defence of the 
Chriſtians, wherein he ſet forth the Divinity of 
their Faith, and the Innocency of their Rites 
and religious Aſſemblies, we find not a Word 
(though he had a fair Occaſion to ſpeak) in fa- 
vour of St. Peter's Supremacy, and that of his 
Succeſſors. 
As for TERTULLIAN, tis plain, he was + 
far from acknowledging any ſuch Supremacy, 
that, when he was, by Pope Zepbyrin, cut off 
trom Communion with the Church of Rome, 
he ſmartly reflected upon that Uſurpation; 
calling the Pope, ironically, Biſbop of Biſhops, 
as taking upon him to domineer over the whole 
Chriſtian Church! in the ſame Senſe as St, 


AQ yprian afterwards apply d the ſame Phraſe to 


Pope Szephen, in the Council of Carthage. A 
Nor did FI RMIEIAN, Biſhop of Cæſarea, | 
treat the ſame Pope with leſs Penn on the 
fame Account, as appears from his Epiſtle to 
St, OP ; wherein he ed Stepben with 

Arro- 


— — — 
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Arrogance and Inbumanity, for Excommunicas 
ting thoſe who differ'd from his Sentiments 
expreſſeth his Indignation at the manifeſt Abſur- 
dity of Stephen's Conduct; declares that, by ſa 
doing, he had only Excommunicated Himſelf: 
calls him a Schiſmatic; and actualy compares 
him to Jupas! + 
_ HiLaxy, Biſhop of Poicriers, called ſeveral 
Councils in France, concerning the Catholic 
Faith, and particularly one at Paris : And tho 
the Synodical Epiſtle thereof is ſtill extant, the 
Name of the oor 5 is not fo much as mention'd 

in it. 
St. JeRoME was ſo far Sek pinning his Faith 
npon Rome, or acknowledging its Supremacy, 
that he declares, he would follow No CHIEF but 
Chriſt, ¶ Baron. Ann. 372. p. 281, 282.) And 
expreſly, that 7he Conſent of many Churches is of 
greater Authority, than that of the Roman 
alone, (ibid. Ann. 402. p. 160. 

But, why ſhould I mention Particulars, 
when tis the common conſentient Evidence of 
all the Fathers, within the firſt froe Centuries, 
that all the Apoſtles Succeſſors, as ſuch, were 
ſo far upon Terms of Equality, that wohereſs- 
ever a Biſhop be, whether at Rome or at Eu- 


gubium, at Conſtantinople, or at Rhegium, a4 
Alexandria, or at Thanis, he is of the fame . 
| Worth, and of the ſame Prieſthood : The Force | 


of Wealth, and Lowneſs of Poverty, doth not 
render a Biſhop more high, or more low ; for 


that. ALL OF THEM are NI of 12 Apoſttes, 
. Hier. 


t 62 5 | 

p Hier. ad Evagr. Ep. 85. Clem. ad Gerinth: 
Tren. a; 12, 3. I, Jay 
Prom all which, I preſume, the Truth of my 
| ſecond. Propgſition is made ſufficiently evident, 
wiz. © That no ſuch Supremacy, as is now 
* aſſerted, in the Popes, or Biſhops of Rome, 
© over all the. Chriſtian Church, was acknow- 
FI * ledg'd, or . pretended to, in ſeveral Ages after 
. * the Propagation of Chriſtianity,” 8 . 
AND now tis Time to proceed allo to the 
Proof of the Third, vis, That the Mzans 


i by which they firſt gained any Acknowledg- 


ment of ſuch an Univerſal Supremacy, were 

© neither lawful nor warrantable ; but, from 

© Time to Time, controrerted and oppgs'd, as 

Uſurpations. | 
In order to which, there will not be any oc- 

: cafion for more than a fair Appeal to Plain 
Matter of Fact. For, | 
Dvurinc the firſt three Centuries,” before 
Chriſtianity was embraced by the reigning Em- 
perors, the whole Charch being ſubject to va- 

tious Diſcouragements, and almoſt in a cn 
tinual State of Perſecution, the Biſhops of Rome 
could have no Temptation to affect any Supre- 


ö macy over their Brethren: Their chief Son Bec 


was to feed their reſpective Flocks with the 
fincere Milk of the Word; to ſet before them 


the Light of an exem plary Life and Converſa-. 


tion; and to practiſe the Evangelical Doctrines 


of Paſſive Obediance to the higher Powers, and 


mutual Love, Charity, and Unity among them- 


5 aue, 1 when the Emperor became 
. h 


(63) 

: Chic, the Church put on a new Face; 
and began to be ſettled in a better Order; ſo 
chat, to accommodate the Places and Premier 
"cies of the Biſhops among themſelves; the Ho- 

nours of the Church were made to follow the 
Honours of the State. Thus, the Biſhop of 
89 Rome, having his Reſidence i in the Imperial City,., 
'was allow'd a Priority in point of Precedency, 
though not a Superiority in Government and 

5 4 85 ; all the Difference then being 
1 Honorary, not Authoritative. 

' For ſome ime, the Biſhop of Rome, as welt 
28 the reſt, continued ; in due Obedience to the 
Emperor, patiently enduring his Cenſures, and 
ating to his Judgments : So that, though 
be was: Choſen by the Clergy and People of his 
own Diſtrict, he waited for the Ear s Ra- 
Yification of that Choice. 

But, when all Laly was in Confalion, and 
Rome itſelf cloſely — d by the Lombards, ſo 
that none could be ſent out, as uſual, to pro- 
eure the Emperor's Aſſent to the Election of 
Pelagius II. to the then vacant See, (A. D. 579.0 
that Prelate was under a Neceſſity to enter upon 
the Popedom, contrary to the Example of his 
Predeceſſors, without waiting for the Imperial 
Sanction: Vet, fo ſoon as a Paſſage was open'd 
. from thence to the Court, Gregory (then a 
Deacon, E Succeſſor in the 
'Papal Chair) was diſpatch'd on an Embaſſy to 
the Emperor, on purpoſe to repreſent the Ne- 
eeſſity of the Caſe, and make a proper Apology 

1 (Plat. & * in vita Pelag, ii.) 


bach 


- 


1 

Much about this Time, Yobn, the Patrlarch 
of Conſtantinople, began to affect that ambitious 
Title of UNIVERSAL Bisnor, (Onupr. in vita 
Bonif. iii.) In which, though he is faid to have 
had the Countenance of the Emperor Mauri- 
tius, he was ſeverely oppos'd therein both by 
Pope Pelagius, and his Succeſſor Gregory. And, 
that this Oppoſition was not only againſt the 
Perſon, but againſt the Thing itſelf, 1s evident 
from the Terms in which St. Gregory declaims 
againſt it; calling it a novel, fingular, erroneous, 
impious and bla ſphemous Title, the univerſal Peſt 
of the Church, the Corruption of the Faith, con- 


trary to the Canons, contrary to St. Peter the 


Apoſtle, contrary to the Senſe of the Goſpel, con- 
trary to all Churches, and contrary even to God 
himſelf, (Greg. I. L. iv. Ep. 32. 34. 38 39.) 
declaring alſo, that whoſoever ſhould aſſume 
that Title to himſelf would be THE FoxE- 


RUNNER or  ANTICHR1ST, (ibid. Ep. 78.) 


and that none of his Predeceſfors did ever conſent. 
to the Uſe of ſuch a profane Title as this ! (ibid. 
Ep. 36. and L. vi. Ep. 24.) Yet, notwith- 
ſtanding this ſo juſt a Cenſure, it was not long 
after, that this very profane Title was aflur'd > 


by one of his own Succeflors. * 50 
For, Pbocas, a fierce and body Tyrant, 


. having trayterouſly murder'd the Emperor Mad, 


ridtius, and uſurp'd his Throne, Boniface III. 


partly by his own vile Infinuations, and partly 
by the Uſurper's Hatred to yriacus, (the then 
Patriarch of Conſtantinople) eaſily prevailed with 


ö 1 to ordain : that the See 0 Rome pa” 


= ) 
e beld 10 be abſolutely the chief Seat; ta which 
all other Churches ſhould. be obedient ; that the 
. thereof ſhould be the only UNIVERSAL 
Biſpops; and that Boniface himſelf ſhould be 
THE Heap of all other Biſhops, and have the 
Prerogative above them ; notwithſtanding this 
was, confeſſedly, contrary to the Cuſtom of bis 
Pregecefſors, (Maſſen. in vita Bonif. 3. Blondi. 
Decad. 1. apud Ofiardr..p. 255. Polyd. Virg. 
Inv. rerum, L. iv. C. 9. p. 251. Baron. Ann. 
600. wh Ba 5 5 
Such were TE Mu Ans, by which the 1 

lb Supremacy firſt gained any Colour of Ac- 

| wledgment: And though theſe were plainly 
neither lowfal nor warrantable, yet the ſacceed- - 
ing Popes, from Time to Time, made their 
on Advantage, of ſuch unprecedented and 
Antichriſtjan Grants, by further Encroach- 
ments and Uſurpations, in the Days of other 


wicked or weak Princes, tho' not without great 


Controverſy and Oppoſition, as Occaſion offer d; 
e is ſufficient to make good my 7 bird Pro- 
0. 
Bor now, to bring che Point in Controvity 
NEAtor Home, the Fourth Propoſition is, I 12 
in this Iſland (particularly) neither the Pope's 
© Supremacy, nor the other Doctrines of modern 


© Popery, (by which it is diſtinguiſh'd from 


© the true Church of England) ever had any 
© uncontroxerted Eſtabliſhment or Authority. 
And here I muſt take notice of a Paſſage, in 
the Concluſion of the laſt-mention'd Syllogr/m, 
which | L: reſerved 15 ſpeak of in its N 5 
. : : | CC >. 


(6) 


8 This Gentleman there, from Premiſes | 
unfairly ſtated, and wretchedly miſapplied, (as 
1 have already prov'd) pretended to infer, that 
the Supremacy of St. Peter, and his Succeſſors, 
was univerſally acknowledge d, in this Nation 
and all others, and noi wfurp'd ; tho' he ſeeme, 
at the ſame Time, to be conſcious of the Fal- 
lacy: For he preſently recollects himſelf, and 
ſays, But the Gentleman will reply, that THIs 
'NarT1oN, in particular, did not acknowledge 
_ the Pope's 8 * To which (aye he) "7 

anfwer; | | 
If this' Nation did not acknowledge the | 
5 Pope s Supremacy, then ſhe was not in Com- 
© munion with o_ Church, in the firſt five Cen- 
© turies. : 

But, ſhe was in S with the 
© Church i in the firſt five. Centuries, as appears 
© by her Repreſentatives being univerſally re- 


3 ceived at the Councils of Arles, Sardica, and 


Ariminum: Therefore ſhe did THI Ra 2 
the Pope's Supremacy.” | ; 
Here, in like manner as before, in | his Ai. 
ſwer to my other Propoſitions, this Gentleman 
is pleas'd to make uſe of an Argument, which 
| Is evidently fallactous, both in the Premiſes and 
Concluſion: For, as to his Major, it appears 
, plainly, that a Nation might be in Communion 
Auth the Church, in the firſt five Centuries, with- 
out acknowledging the Pope's Supremacy as 1 
have plainly prov'd in the foregoing Parts of 
theſe Remarks. And, as to the Minor, that 
Hs Nato in particular, way to, is put * = 
- "pp 


/ x TO NO Ger noe Ae 


* 


ER... 


_ of queſtion, by his own Conceſſion, that her 

Repreſentatives were univerſally received at the | 
Councils above-nam'd. But, whether this acute 
 Logician, who lays fo much Streſs upon this 
Argument, has more expos'd himſelf to the 


Cenſure of Ignorance or Inſincerity, I leave to 


the ingenuous and unprejudiced to determine, 


upon this true Report of the Caſe. 
Tux Council of AxILESs is (even by Cabba- 


 ſutins himſelf) confeſs'd to have been convened 


by the Command of the EMPEROR Conſtantine 
the Great, A. D. 3 14, (eleven Years before 


that of Nice) and on this Occaſion : The Do- 


natiſts having form'd a grievous Schiſm in the 
African Church, had been condemn'd for it in 


a Council held at Rome, A. D. 313, by the 


ſame Emperor's, Order, who was pleas'd.to re- 
fer the Cauſe to be examin'd, by way of Dele- 
gation, to Melchiades, the then Pope, and 
three French Biſhops as his CoLLEeGues : But 


the Schiſmaticks {till perſiſting in their Com- 


plaints of Injuries, and appealing from thence 
to the Emperor, he' commanded a Rehearing 


of the ſame in this Council at Ales, notwith- 


ſtanding the former Sentence of the Pope and 


his Aſſeſſors. And here Marinus, the Biſhop 


of the Place, was the Preſident, tho the then 
Pope ( Sylveſter ) had his Proxies there, aſſen- 


ting to their Reſolutions againſt the Schiſma- 0 
ticks. After which, the holy Fathers notified 


what they had done, in their Synodical Epiſtle 5 
to their moſt holy Tied: and dear Brother Syl- 


Neef fre Biſhop, (as they familiarly ſtyle the 


— 


Fa. 728 Pope;) 


(68) 


Pope; intimatiog withal, that they. expected 
he ſhould make their Decrees and Canons pub- 
lickly known throughout his large Dioceſe 

(Labb. p. 1434. Bin. P: 223. col. 2.) And 
particularly, they gave him expreſs ORDERS, 
to give Notice, according to Cuſtom, to all un- 
der his Juriſdiction, of what they had decreed 
about the uniform Obſervation 1 the Eaſter 
Feſtival, (Can. 1.) From all which, tis evi- 
dent, how little Authority there is for pre- 
tending to ground any Acknowledgment of the 
Papal e upon the * of this 
4 Council Toe 
Nor is the Council of Sarpica more er. 


a tinently referr'd to, in the fame Queſtion, which 


was alſo called, not by the Pope's Authority, 

but by that of the EMPERORS A and 
Conſtans, at the Requeſt of Pope Julius, in 
order to determine the great —— be⸗ | 

tween Athanafius and the Arians who had un- 
juſtly cenſur'd, and uncanonically depos'd him. 
For, after both Parties had, by Conſent, re- 
ferr'd that Matter to Fulius's Approbation, 
(as Baronius himſelf conſeſſeth, Ann, 340. n. 2.) 
5 Athanafus came to Rome; though not in re- 
gard of any acknowledg'd Supremacy there, 
but merely as being the Place then by them- 
ſelves agreed on for that particular Reference. 


Hut, fo far were his Adverſaries from ſubmit- 


ting to the Pope's Award in his Favour, that 
they would neither reſtore the injur d Prelate to 
his Church, nor admit him to Communion, - 


d L it. 4 
| | Where: | 


13 
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| Whereup on Julius made an heavy Corhplaipt 
© the Eanperor Conſtans; which engag'd him 
to write to his Brother Conſtantius about the 
Ame. Yet, this Application from. the Pope 


did not prove effectual: But it was the perſonal 
Addreſs of Athanaſius himſelf, and Paul of 
Conſtantinople, which procured the Orders from 


both the Emperors, for the Convening of this 
Council, in 347; as is affirm'd by Sozomen, 
Secrates, and Theodrret, and acknowledg'd kf 
the Biſhops themſelves, * A their Synodic 

Epiſtle, ( Labb. To. ii. p. 670.) And, though 
It Wit interided for 2 Gbgeral | Council: z yet, 0 


few of the Biſhops came to it, and thoſe ſo ill 


agreed, that the Eaſtern Biſhops (moſt of 
Whom were prejudiced in favour of the Arians), 
generally withdrew themſelves into a ſeparate 
Aﬀembly at PÞhilippopolts ; fo that the Fathers 
at Sardica retained only the Authority of a 
Weſtern Council, And as to the Prefidency 
there, Sozomen (L. iii. c. 1.1.) informs us, that 
 Hoftus and Protogenes were the Chief : That i is, 

the former preſiding as an ancient and famous 
Confeſſor, and the latter as Biſhop of the Place; 

and both of them ſubſcribing in their own 
Names, not as the Pope's Legates. In ſhort, 
fo far was any Papal Supremacy from being 
uni ver ſally acknowledg'd in thoſe Days, that the 


Eaſtern Biſhops did not only, with great Free- 


dom, expoſtulate with Julius upon his Pro- 


creedings, and flight his Authority, but actual 


Ty .£xcomMUNICATED His Hor INES him 
(lf, together with the other Heads of the 


1 3 


emma — — —— 
. 
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| Party which had oppos'd their Meaſures! And 
' thoſe of the Weſt, at the End of this Council, 


{ſtyle him only THEIR BROTHER AND FELLOw- 


Bisnop, and deſire him (not to confirm, but) 


to notify their Decrees to their Brethren in his 
Neig hbourhood, 4 To. ii. p. 626). But, 


- = but was pow RITA to a. þ hc 


j 
2 * + 


Py. may of Appeal to the Emapero, at the Pope's 


Gun Inſtance! 

And as to that 4 Kant at Azmargun, 
4. 3 59, (Which is alſo cited here, in fa- 
our of the Papal Supremacy) | 'tis agreed, on 

el Hands, to have been. 9 3 d by the 0 5 


#. wit A 4 


. Ladd. b. 794. 57% 55 
Col. 2.) Which tho”. Baronius cenſures, 7250 the 
Add of an Heretical Emperor, yet the Orthodox 


Biſhops readily obſerved. his Order, and call'd 
it the Obeying the Command of” God, and. bis 


Pious Edict, (Baron. Ann. 3 59, n. 6. and n. 


15. However, we may from hence obſerve, 


ber as this Emperor was liable to the Cen- 
ſure of Herely, ſo was alſo Tiberius the then 


4 


ns Pope, 


oy by: 21 

Pope, as is teſtified by St. Athanaſius, St. Hilary, 
and St. Jerome, (Not. ad 7. Ep. Liber. Labs. 
K. 751. Bin. p. 470. col. 1. & Spalat. de 

epub. Eccl, 1. vii. c. 5.) and confeſs'd (among 
Fs en by Platina, (in vita Liberii, p. go.) 
Therefore, tis the more remarkable, that uch 
an Emperor ſhould overlook ſuch a Pope (of 
his own Opinion) in the Calling of a Council, 
if he had entertain'd the leaſt Notion of any 
ſuch Papal Supremacy | as is now pretended : _ 
However, it does not appear, by any credible _ 
Voucher, that the Pope was either preſent, in 
Perſon, or by Proxy, at this Council, or any 
Way concern'd in the calling it; and much leſs, 
that the being received as Members thereof | 
muſt neceſſarily infer : an Actnowledgment of his 
- Supremacy. Era. 
Sucn are the Proofs, upon which this Gentle- 
man pretends to ground his Argument, to per- 
| ſuade his credylous. Followers, that, becauſe 
this Nation was in Communion with the Church 


in the firſt five Centuries, therefore ſhe did ac. 


knowledge the Pope's Supremacy ! The contrary 
of which is true; as I have fairly ſhew'd, even 
from theſe his own ſelect Inſtances. But, ' 
may further, CHALLENGE: him to prove, from 

any authentic Vouchers, that thoſe who were 

in Communion with: the Church in thoſe pri- 
mitive Ages, did ever acknowledge ſuch a Su- 
premacy as he contends for. This, however, 
is demonſtrable from our own Records, That, 3 
when Auſtin, the Monk, came hither from 4 
Rome (near 600 Years after Chr; YL. to > forward | 
a 4 the 


72 ). 
the Cone bon of the Heathen Saxons, the Bri. 
tiſh Biſhop s, who met him at a Conference 
wendet aſſerted the Independency of the 
Britiſh Church; declaring, that, though they 


owed Brother ly "Kindneſs and Charity to the 5 


Biſhop of FEA and all Chriſtians, Way" "knew 
no other Obedience to be due from them to him 
Who was call'd the Pope; they being under the 


e of the Biſhop of Caerleon upon 
e, who, under God, was their proper Me- 


tropolitan and Spititual Director, Fe Spelm.. Cons. 
3 P. 108. of, Leland de Scriptor. in Dinoth 


How the ſeveral Popes; Nee work” W . - 


themſttvs into the actual Poſſeſſion of. ſuch a 
Power, is beyond the Bounds of our preſent 

Inquiry. This muſt, nevertheleſs, be well ob- 
ſerved, That, in order to the Reformatlon of 
this Church; and the Recovery of its ancient 
Freedom, it was a Principle, openly pr ofeſs'd, 
and well maintain 'd, by the then College of : 
Biſhops in Synod, as well as by the moſt emi- 
nent and learned of them in their reſpective 
Sermons, Writings, Subſcriptions, and Oaths, 
ſeconded alſo by the public Reſolutions of our 
own, and many other, famous Univerſities, 


That the Biſbop of Rome hatb xo MORH Au- 1 


8 THORITY, of Divine . Right, in the Kingdom. 


| England. than any other foreign Biſhop hath. 
And, to obviate, all pretence of Prejudice or 


85 Pattiality, it muſt be remember'd, that this 


was the authentic Doctrine and Teſtimony of 
SARDINER, Bonntk, TunsTAL, and tb 


1 who: were all far enough from the leaſt. 
ME - mat 


* „ 8 "4 - * 


— 
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1 


Suſpicion, of. any Byas towards the Reſog: 


mation. 4 

Bur I muſt not bets 3 as to 8 with- 
out taking notice of his genteel Tranſition to 
what follows; where he ſays, Sir, Thus 
© having fairly anſwer d, without any Quib- 


9 bling, four of your Propoſitions, I ſhall now 
begin with your Fifth, alſo with ſome wn 


© Remarks on your Prieſthood.” 
| Upon which he is pleas'd to beſtow many 


Compliments, in his obliging Way; though he 
does not-come cloſe to the Point propos'd. But 


I hall attend him, in his own Method, Para- 
graph by Paragraph. 


The Sum (ſays be) of your Ee Propofi- 


tion is, that the Errors and Hereſies, that 
have ſprung ſup, within theſe two Hundred 
© Years, came from the Church of Rome, and 
* not from the Church of England; which 


© you-ought to have proved, 3 from ſome 


Doctrine in general, or particular, that the 
1 * Church of Rome believeth, or teacheth ; which | 
© you can never do. 

HERE this Gentleman e to the 
common Artifice of ſuch Diſputants) would 
fain lead me aſide from the main Queſtion, by - 
ſtarting freſh Game for me to purſue beyond 
the Bounds propos d. And, indeed, it would 


not be ſo difficult as he pretends, for me ta 


prove ſome DotFrines that the Church o, Rome 


beheveth or  teacheth, from whence the modern 


ECTARIES had deriv'd the Errors and Here- 


hes now-controverted among us: For the 7 
| 
| 0 


. % 


* 


Fe 
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of 8 the Councils and Fatbers (even "= 
of thoſe whom he himſelf has partially cited) 
would afford me ſtore of Evidence, if it were 
now my Buſineſs. But, (as I obſerv'd at firſt) 
it ill not (nor can) be neceſſary to enter into the 
more be ee Points in Controverſy till thoſe 
tions (which I had laid down) were 
ae adjuſted ; the fifth and laſt of which 
was this: That the Errors or Hereſies of the 8 
* ſeveral Sets, commonly comprehended under 


© _ © the general Denomination of PROTESTANTS, 


- think myſelf bound by his magiſterial Dictate, 


* cannot, ſo fairly, be charg'd upon the true 
Church of England, as upon the Church of 
* Rome; from whence they ſprang.” 

Now, he muſt excuſe me, that I do not 


as to what I ought to prove: But IT ſhall make 
good my own Propofition, by the moſt unex- 

ceptionable of all Arguments, even N 
Matter of Fact. 

I the Beginning of the Reign of our Queen 
Elizabeth, tis well known, that the Papiſts re- 
ſorted to the Church of England, as it was then 

reform'd. But, when the Politicians of To 
Court of Rome found, that all their Arguments 
and Inſinuations were too weak to overturn the 

well-grounded Reformation here, and to re- 
duce this Nation to the Pope's Subjection, they 
Had recourſe to more ſubtle Artifices, as well as 


to open Threatnings and Fulminations. Among 


the reſt, one of their moſt hopeful Projects was, 
by railing various Sets and SEPARATIONS, to 
ice us * PR, and diſtract the 

Minds 


425) 


Minds of the People in Matters of Religion 1 : 
ſo they might the more eaſily alienate them 


from our eſtabliſh'd Church, and ſeduce them 
to that of Rome: And how ſucceſsfully they 


have purſu'd this their wicked Scheme, and 


improv'd the pious FRAuD, is evident to all 
judicious Obſervers, from the many various 
Sects of Diſſenting Noveliſis daily ſtarting up, 
and the Multitudes of up Var] Apoſtazes, dif- 
cover d every where. 


Bur, that this is not a general Charge, and | 


without good Grounds, I ſhall lay before the 
Reader a Specimen of authentic Proofs, in hy 
| following particular Inſtances 

In the Year 1567, one FaiTuFur Comm, 
who was then generally reputed a zealous PRo- 


TESTANT,, and of ſeeming extraordinary Piety, 
diſtinguiſh'd himſelf much to the Liking of his 


giddy . and ſimple Followers, at firſt, by his 
bitter Railing againſt . the Pope and Popery ; 
till, by degrees, he. fill d them with Prejudices 
alſo againſt our Common-Prayer, as if it were 


only the Maſs in Engliſh! At the ſame Time, 


by his own Affectation, he poſſeſs d them with 
a FE Admiration of preaching. and praying 
 ExTEMPoRE, under pretence of extraordinary 


Gifts of the Spirit; thereby ſeducing the 


unwary People, through a falſe Notion of 
TENDER CONSCIENCE, into a dangerous 


Schiſm, and opening a Way to divers other 


_ erroneous and heretical Tenets, purpoſely pro- 


pagated to the ſame wicked End! Yet, after 
all, this * * Zealot, * 


5 ( 56 . 
due Examination, was difcover'd to be a Do 
| Mixtcay FRIER: Whom the Pope himſelf 
did not only approve, but liberally reward, for 
fuch his dereſtable Prevarication. (Lord Cecil's | 
Memoirs.) 
mm the very next Year, one TromasHrarh, 
ho had preached about the Country, upwards 
of fix Years, in the Character of a poor Mi- 
niſter, being p ermitted, by the Dean of Ro- 
cheſter, to ch before Him in the Cathedral 
there, gave Bulk Cauſe of Suſpicion that he was 
An Iuros rex: And, upon Ente. he 
Was openly convicted (and confefs'd himſelf) 
to be a JesviT, who had made it his Buſineſs. 
alſo to perſuade the People, that our 3 7 
pacy, Thory and Ceremonies, were Popiſb; 
and under pretence of a PpURER RerotMa- 
Ton, laboured to promote ſehiſmatical Sepa- 
rations from our Eftabliſh'a Church. Afiohg | 
his Papers were found a Licence from the So- 
_ clety of Fefuits, and a Bull from Pope Pius V. 
whereby twas diſcover'd, that he, ha the reſt 
of their Miſſionaries, were authoriz d, occaſio· 
tally, to preach and propagate whatever Prin- 
: 5 they ſhould think moſt fit for 1 Pur - 
poſe; it being a Maxim, among their Politi- 
. Ciahs, that the only Way to recover the People 
to (what they call) their Mother Church, was 
by puzzling their Underſtanding with Diverſity 
of Dodttines: And to this Purpoſe, they had 
_ furniſh'd Heath with ſeveral Books apainſt In- 
| Halt Baptiſm ogether Wy. OY of = 


** 5 
A 
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heterodox Principles and horrid Blaſphemicd 1 


(Regiſter of the Church of Rocheſter.) 

From. the ſame Source ſprang the rebellious 
Commotions of the CovꝝN ANT ERS in Scotland, 
and the reſt of the Sets in England, fomented 
by Con, the Pope's Legate, and Chamberlain, 
the Cardinal Richlieu's Chaplain and Almoner, 
though under the ſpecious Pretext of guarding 

4200 Popery ! _ arofe the ſeveral: Sub- 
4 iviſions of N 2 mi Probyterians, In- 
dependents, Anabaptiſts, . ijth-monarchy-men, 
Quakers, c. of 2 — laſt Sect, in articular, 
we. are credibly inform'd, that the ety of 
Jeſuits were e Vears in hammering it out 
to their Purpoſe. (Foxes and Firebr. 1082.) 

Tus have I fairly made good all my own 

8 rg not by any Quibbling, or fallacious - 

Ws but by authentic Matters of Fact, 
400 f Tis 3 all whkh I ſubmit to the 
_ candid and impartial Reader's Judgment. If 
the Gentleman thinks fit to except againſt tile 
Authority here cited, for the Truth of the Facts 
laſt mention'd, I may ſafely appeal even to his 
own Conſcience, whether he does not know, _ 
or has ſufficient Reaſon to believe, that ſome of 
the Emiſfarics of Rome have occaſionally exxs0- 
NATED. PROTESTANTS, and, under that ge- 
neral Denomination and Diſguiſe, propagated 
Errors and Herefies among the Sectaries, which 
are abhortent to the true Church of England, 
though they unfairly, and fallaciouſſy, endea- 


Your: 10 ede how. too credulous Proſelytes, 
to 
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to charge the ſame upon all who are call'd- | 
Proteſtants, without diſtinction. 

But (ſays be) we can prove a Doarine, 
| © believed and taught by the Church of Eng- 
land, that has open'd a wide Gap for all He- 
« rely, nay, and Infidelity. For, what elſe can 
© be expected, when your 11th Article, unto 
* which you all ſwear and ſubſcribe, in your pre- 
© tended Ordination, ſays, that not by Works, 


© but by Faith (only) a Man is juſtified ? If 


* ſo, then there's no Neceſſity, for feeding the 
Hungry, cloathing the Naked, or viſiting the 
Sick, and thoſe that are in Priſon ; althoꝰ our 
© Blefſed Saviour has pronounced Damnation 
* on the contrary, St. Paul adds, If a Man 
© has Faith, even to remove Mountains, and 
has not Charity, it availeth nothing; (then 
Faith only will not ſuffice.) I would add, St. 
James; (but to Rim you give the Lye) Wh 
"© lays, that not by Faith only, but by Works, a | 
Neg Man! is juſtified: Whereas you ſay, by Faith 
only; therefore, at the leaſt, Ne Doctrine 
t tends to Infidelity.” | 5 
HRE again (as I obſerved "IM? the Gentle- ; 
man endeavours to divert me to other Queſtions 
foreign to our preſent Debate. He is conſcious, 


bow many Points of Doctrine are taught in 


their Church, and eſtabliſh'd by their laſt pre- 
tended General Council, to be believed, as 
Articles of Faith, under Pain of DauxA T IO, 
though neither warranted by the Word of Gd, 
nor the Evidence of true primitive Antiquity. 


| * therefore 8 2 by way of Pre- 
vention, 


8 


TI . — 


1 
vention, to raiſe a Duſt of freſh Controverſy 3 
thereby hoping to turn the Tables upon us, and - 
perſuade his unwary Followers, to forſake the 
Communion of our Church, and revolt to theirs, 


without duly conſidering the eſſential Diffe- 


rence, or appre hending the Danger. 

hut, though I might reaſonably decline the 

following ſuch a ſelf-intereſted and deceitful 
Guide beyond the Bounds at firſt propoſed ; yet, 
being ſenſible, how apt ſuch Men, as I have 
Here to deal with, are, to magnify every Thing 


they alledge, (how trifling or impertinent ſo- 


ever,) as authentic and unanſwerable, I ſhall 
not ſcruple to beſtow a little more Time and 


| Pains on a few ſhort Strictures upon this, and 
the remaining Paſſages, before I take my Leave 


of him. And, | | 


I. As to what he objects againſt the Doc- 


trine of our Church, that we are Fuſtified by 
' Faith only, tis evident, he has either not read 
our ARTICLEs himſelf, or preſumes upon the 


_ implicite Faith of his Adherents, that theß 


will depend upon his bare Word, more than 


- 


upon their own. Senſes : Elſe, (if they were al- 


low'd to read) they might plainly fee, how 
NECESSARY GooD WoREs are declar'd to be, 
as the Fruit of a lively Faith : And we are ſo 
far from denying the Neceſſity of feeding the 
Hungry, &c. that we hold and believe them to 
be pleaſing and acceptable to God, in Chriſt, 
though we diſclaim the pretended: MERIT of 


our own Works and Deſervings, and cſpecially 


the Popiſh Dectrine of Supererogation, (Art. 


— 


can be call'd a Doclrine tending to Ix ID RL IT 1 


| . (8) 
N, xii, Kü, xiv.) And, how ealily St. aaf 
and St. James may be reconciled, in this Point, 
without giving the Lye (as this polite Gentle- 
man expreſſeth it) 70 either, is clearly demon- 
ſtrated by the Engliſb Divincs, and particularly 
among the Sermons of Biſhop kall, to 
which I refer the Reader, for __ Satisfaction, 
2. Though our Church holds this to be 2 
moſt wholſeme Doctrine, and very full of Canſark, - - 
| the does not peremptorily impoſe it upon ot 


las the Church of Rome does her many con- Fi 
troverted Novelties) under Pain of DAMN A- 


Tiox: So that, even they who will ſuppoſe it 
to be an Error, cannot rationally ſuſpect it of 
opening a wide Gap for Hereſy, fince it is not 
obſtinately perle in, or inſiſted upon. But, 
how the building ſo much upon FATTH onLY 


is beyond the Compaſs of Common Senſe an 

Reaſon to comprehend! 

As to your 2bth and 2 iſt Articles, (/ ays he) 
© they teach, that your Church, in Controvers 
ies of F aith, has an Authority; ; but it's a fal- 
* lible one. If ſo; then every Man is a Judge 

for himſelf; from whence it 1s, that all theſe 

Sectaries ſprang: For, every Man's private 
: Judgment is fallible; and, of conſequence, ; 

© no infallible Certainty what to believe. 0 24 

. Now, here we muſt obſerve, 1. That what 
our Church holds, as to e in Controven- 
hes of Faith, is not ſingular, or 

. Thoug h ſhe modeſtly does. not. pretend 

=. * Tofallibl, 'tis no. PARTE: than ihe _—_— 


to-hat- 


4 
of all other Parts of the Catholic Church, vis. 
That they have erred, not only in their Living 
and Manner of Ceremonzes, but alſo in Matters 
F Paith, (Art. xix.) But this, I ſuppoſe, 
wopld not have given fuch Offence to this cap- 
tious Gentleman, if the CxurRcn or Rome 
had not been mention'd, expreſiy and by 
Name, among the reſt, as ſhe, and the alone, 
retends to INFALLIBILITY ; though, for any 
ſuch Diſtinction of Privilege, we have nothing 
but her own bold Word, contrary to all other 
Authority, Divine and Human, and the plain 
Evidence alſo of inconteſtable Facts. And, 
moreover, he is, undoubtedly, gall'd (though 

he does not ſpeak it out) at what our Church 
declares againſt the ordaining any Thing that is 
CONTRARY TO Gop's WoRD WRITTEN; or 
the ſo expounding one Place of Scripture, that: 
it be repugnant to another, (Art. xx.) as well as 
what is ſaid alſo of the Authority of GENERAL 
 Councirs. | But, as to the the Reaſon 

iven for their being FALLIBLE, will not ad- 
mit of any Controverſy, Foraſmuch-as they be 
an Aﬀembly of Men, whereof ALL be not go- 
verned with the Spirit and\Word of God, from 
— whence it follows, that they may, and ſometimes E 
have erred, even in ay FRY unto: o Gad, 
(908 r* W 4 | 

2. That the eien pleted to bs 

drawn from hence, are as fallacious as his other 
Arguments. For, here he would fain perſuade. 
his credulous Diſciples, that he has caught us 


alt in a Dilemma But, we are nat undes Ne-! 
1 . e 
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ceſſity, either to acknowledge any ſuch welter 
Authority in the Church, as he pleads for; 
to allow, that every Man is 4 Jupes” 1 
HIMSELF : So that the Source, from whente all 
theſe SECTARIES ſprung, will be | ſought in- 
vain amongſt any of the genuine Principles of 
out Church; though they may eaſily be dif 
cover'd from the political Conclave herein: be⸗ 
fore pointed out, and referr'd too 
We know, of INT ALLIBLE rn T Av, 
hat Crit himſelf hath left us an infallible 
Rule of Faith in the Holy Scripture; which 
(we believe) containeth all Things neceſſary t6 
Sotvation, (Art. vi.) We anni and ſtedfaſtiy 
believe the Scripture, and the three Greeds, in 
 the-ideclar'd Senſe of the Primitive Church: 
We receive the firft four General Coumcils, as of 
the higheſt Authority among the Ancients : And 
we believe all the Points: of Dodrine alſo which 
were generally received as Fundamental i in the 
Church of Cbriſt. At the ſame Time, we are, 
ſo far from giving way to any private Man ta 
be Fadge of General l or Controver- 
ſies of Faith, that we do not allow it, even in 
the Traditions and Ceremonies of tbe Church, 
which be not repugnant to the Word of God, and 
bz ordained and approved by common Authority ; 
but, our Church declares, that whoſoever; 575 
bis PRIVATE. JopomenT, willingly and pur- 
pPoſely, doth openiy break the fame, air 20 64 
_ rebuked- e Titre XXxiv.) And, as every. 
Man's private. Fudgment 1s here truly {aid to be 
| 8 the Church of .. can have no c — 
tain 


( 83 5 I, 
lain Privileg e of _ 4 the ſame; at 
leaſt, till * be well agreed among ta 


ſelues, where their pretended Infallibility is to 


be found, (whether perſonally in the Pope him- 


ſelf, or repreſentatively i in a General Council, or 


jointly in both together ;) and of conſequence, no 
infallible Certainty what to believe, in their 
Church; whereas, we have a moſt. infallible 
Certainty of it in ours, that is, of the Founda» 


 Hzons of it, in the Holy Scripture and the Creed, 


Ap now, I come to the laſt Compliment, 
which this obliging Gentleman is ms to pay 
me, as followeth : 


Now, Sir, (ſays he) I kunbly ordiknnes 1 1 | 


have ſufficiently anſwer'd your five Propoſi- 


© tions; and, according to my Promiſe, make 
f ſome Remarks on your Prieſthood. My = 


c ſervation thus, 


That theſe Words, Prieſt, Altar ated Sacrifies, o 


« are Correlatives. For, the Word, Prieſt, ab- 
* falutely preſuppoſeth Altar and Sacrifice, as 


the Word, Father, preſuppoſeth a Child, or 
Children; for, the one is abſolutely neceffary 1 
80 conſtitute the other. E his being po. 


miſed, (Jays be) 


> £4 afk this this Queſtion, Where i is your Altar 


and Sacrifice? Sometimes, indeed, you call 
* your Communion-Table Altar: But then, 


' © where is your Sacrifice, when you acknow- - 
| © ledge no other, than that Which was once 


* offer'd on the Croſs upon Mount Caluary. If 


© ſo, I would adviſe you, not to aſſume that 


| N * 2 to which * can claim 
8 2 


© ND 


— 


= beſtow. but a ſerious Peruſal upon the Books 


here referr'd to, vis. 


His Coal from the Altar 1637, in 449.4 and 


(94) 
no Right, for want of Ordination, Altar, and 
A 
Behold here, a great Sbew of- Arguments; 
ach might be branch'd out into many 
particular Queſtions; yet zo Subſtance of any 


one, but what has been, over and over again, 


fully anſwer d and fairly confuted, by ſuch of 


73 the learned Divines of the Church of England 
as have profeſſedly undertaken to expoſe 15 ſe- 


veral notorious Fallacies formerly invented, and 


| here repeated in this Objection. If this Gentle- 
man does uct know of any ſuch Anſwers already 
- publiſh'd, his I6NoRancE may be pitied! If 
be 20“ not give them a fair and impartial 
Reading, his PRRI UDIcE entitles him only to 


Contempt. But that he, and his Followers, 


mamay be left without Excuſe hereaſter, if they 
perſiſt in repeating the ſame groundleſs Calum- 


nies, and wilfully ſhut their Eyes againſt the 


evident Means of Conviction, I ſhall content 


myſelf with pointing out (to thoſe who have 


Candour and Ingenuity enough to face and own 
the Truth) ſome of the many learned Authors, 
whoſe known Works may well ſpare me the 


Pains of following an Inis Jatuus, farther than 


I am particularly concern'd, in the Support of 
ny own Propoſitions... 


Let then the ſenſible Bp uobiaſe'd Inquirer 


Dr. HevyLin's Antidotum Liana, 1637, 5 


| (8) 
; His Mifcellaneous Tracts, 168 xr, in Folio. 
Dr. PockLINGTOx's Altare Chriſtianam,. | 
1637, in 4to. 5 
Archbiſhop LAup's Seh in te Star- Cham- 
* 1637, in 4to. and A 
His Conference with Fiſber, 163 9, i in Folio. | 
6, — DRAMBALL O Works, I 6: 77. in 
Folio. 
Biſhop Bunxkr' $ Vindication of our Ord- 
nden 1677, in 8g vo. | 
Dr. PRIDEAUX's Validity of the ſame, 1688, 


Ma >: 
Archbiſhop PoTTzz's Diſcourſe of Church- 


| Government, 1711, in 8vo.. 


Dr. Hrexzs's two Treatiſes of the Chriſtian Y 


Prieſthood, Sc. 1711, in 8 o. en” 
Dr. BRETT's Sermon of the Chriſtian Altar — 80 
and Sacrifice, 1713, in 8vo. _. | 
Mr. Jonn SON'S er Sacrifice, Se. 
3718, in vo. 
Biſhop SPARROW'S Rationale, 72a, ! in 
vo. and = 
M. Francis Mason's Vindication of the 
Church of England, 1728, m Folio. 627 
(Beſides ſeveral others, none of which have 
been anfwer'd and refuted to this Day:) And T 
may confidently affirm, there will not remain 
any good Cauſe of Doubt, or reaſon to aſk of 
us ſuch an impertinent Queſtion, as Where is 
our ALTAR AND, SACRIFICE? or for us to 
pay the leaſt Regard to this learned Gentle- 
| 2's "Ol AE or "OP any of the 
4, | gs Circum- 


Circumſtances W to our On xarIo& 
AND PRIESTHOOD, .. 
Bur now, as a Parting-Blow i in the Conclas 
fion of all, be! flouriſheth his Pen, in Triumph, 
as if he had inconteſtable Proofs, more than, 
enough, to confound us, even out of our ow 
Histories. 

* As for your Ordination, (ſays he) your own 

* Hiſtories prove, your Charch never had any. 
One Inſtance ſhall ſuffice, inſtead of 
© that might be cited. When Boxnzs, Biſhop 
of London, was Priſoner in the Clink, Hos 
Chancellor tender d the Oath of Supremacy : 14 


4 On the Refuſal he was indicted at the King - 


| : without giving themſelves the Trouble, (and 


read, and judge for — whether or no 


Bench. Biſhop Bonner pleaded, that Horn 

was No Biſhop. The Cauſe came before the 
* Judges: And the Judges gave it in favour of 
Bonner. Dr. Heylin on the 8th of Ein. 
51565, 1566.] From whence it's plain, that 
© Horn had no legal Ordination; for, if he 
had, he would have brought the Certificate, 
© and not left it to twelve 7 no] . 
All this he confidently affirms, as undated 
. Matter of Fact; for which he boldly cites Dr. 
Heylin as a Witneſs : For, he has had frequent 
Experience, with what 1MPLiciT FaiTH, the 
F * "Wat of ſuch Guides are apt to rely upon 

"whatſoever is dictated by their infallible Oraclis, 


perhaps not permitted by their Superiors) to 


: the Authorities they vouch are. fairly cited. 


herv wiſe, ſurely, ' no o Man, Who has any Re- 
1 


P 
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„ 
gafd for his Character, would preſume to riſque 


it, by falfifying, and notoriouſly miſreporting, 
bur own Hiſtories, or other Books, which are 


ſo eaſily produced to diſprove them. As for 
Dr. HEVLIx, he is indeed one of our own 


Hiftorians, and an Author ſo far above Excep- 
tion, that we may freely Join: Issuꝝ, and reſt 


this; and all other controverted Points, UPON' 
NAS TESTIMONY: But, let us ſte what he is 
Bere call'd to prove; ; and examine, whether his 


Bridence comes up to the Point in iſſue. 


Churth of England NEVER HAD ANY Ordina- 
tion. And what is the Proof of this? Why, 
truly, he endeavours to ſuborn Dr. Heylin to 


No. LEGAL Ordination! From which {ſingle 
and particular Inſtance (ſuppoſing it to be true) 
none, but ſuch a Logician as this, could think 


it conſiſtent with Reaſon and Common Senſe, | 


to conclude in general, that our Church never 


bad any. And yet, this ane, is the only Inflance, 
which he is able to make a Shew of, out of the 


many that (he pretends) might be cited. 


As to BoxxER's Caſe, what he ſays of "oY 


Tender and Refuſal of the Oath, the Indidiment 
thereupon, and the Plea, is ſo far a Truth; 
| not the whole Truth: But what he has 
added, of the Cauſe coming before the Judges, 
and the Jupexs GIVING it in favour of Bonner, 
is all a groſs Miſrepreſentation of the Caſe, and 
an Abuſe donn of his Author and Reader. F or, 


Now the Queſtion propoſed is, That al 


— that Hoxn (Biſhop of Mincheſter bad 


Po 
; ; bay 
þ 
| +1 : Dr. 
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85 Dr. Horn has fairly related, with what Fa2 
vour Bonner was treated by the Judges of that 
Court, who readily aſſign' d him his Choice of 
the moſt eminent Council, to enable him to 
make the beſt of his Defence: That, by their 
2 he firſt offer d a Plea in Abatement, 


that he was not indicted by the Stile and Title 
of a Biſhop, though he was actually and legally 


{as he inſiſted) Biſhop. of London; which the 
Court did not allow to be a good Plea: And 
then he pleaded, that Horn was not Bithop 
of Wincheſter, and therefore not authoriſed, & 
the Statute upon which he was indicted, . 


tender him the Oath. Now, the 5 "i 


was not, whether Horn ever had any Conſe- 
cration; but turn d upon a ſingle Point of Lau, 
| whether or no THE FoRMu, by which he was 
conſecrated, (and of which, by the by, Bonner: 
himſelf had been one ol the : Compilers in i King! 


== a 2c 4. 3 


Been. n was 3 f 4 D.C 
eſtabliſh'd, at or Walic e 'of es 
er ſeveral Arguments 


themon. at Bar, K © to be debated among 
m it was put upon 


the twelve Judges; by WI 7 
4 Iſſue, and the Fact agreed if be: tried by a Jury 


of the County of Surry, where the fr Proceſs: 
1 began. But none of Bonner's Council were ſo 

cunning (as his Advocate here ſeems to think 
bimſelf) to urge, that ;/ Horn had bad à leg 
Ordination, he would have brought the ay rhe = 
Fi and not left it fo twelve — 8 


* 
1 o% | * a . | «tb This. 
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1. his, however, was the Proceeding which. 


the Gentleman repreſents, as if the Fudges had 


giuen the Cauſe in favour of Bonner ! Whereas, 


tis certain, the Iſſue never came to a Trial, 


NoR Dip THE JUDGES GIVE ANY JupomenT 
in fayour of either Party. For, conſidering the 


great Importance of the Cale, and the Inſuffi- 


ciency or Partiality of ſome Juries in thoſe | 
Times, the Wiſdom of the Nation in Parlia- 


ment a{lembled- thought it proper to take the 
atter into their own Cognizance. | 
And here it was ſolemnly ptcLareD Fen 


| atteſted, by the whole Legiſlature, 1. That the 
8 Speeches upon the making and con- 


ſecrating of Biſhops, c. had grown up, by 


auer much Boldneſs among the common Sort of 
UNLEARNED PEOPLE, much tending to the 
SLANDER of one of the greateſt States of this 
Realm; which evil Spesck is NOT GROUNDED 
UPON ANY jusr MATTER OR CAUSE. 2. 


That the Form authoriſed for the conſecrating 


and ordaining of the Biſhops and other Clergy, . 
was added = put to the Book of Commons | 


Prayer, and annexed to the ſame, (vis. 2 
Statute. 5 and 6 Edu. VI. c. 1. J 9 3. That 


it is, and may be, very evident and apparent, 
that o CAuSE of Scruple, Ambiguity or Doubt, 
can, or may, JUSTLY BE OBJECTED 3 — but 
lat mvsry THING requifite and material far. 

that Purpoſe, hath been made and done, as Prea. 
diſely, and with gs great Care and Diligence, ur. 


rather more, as ever the like was done before. 


. * A hs RaCenps al more ah i 


* 


| 
| 
| 
| 


* — — we * 
2 


. i 90 5 
And therefore, 4. All the Acts and Thing s i 
in and about any Conſecration, &c. fince 5 Be- 


ginning of her Majeſty's Reign, are declared, 


1 and deemed GOOD AND PERT ECT, 70 all 
- "Reſpetts and Purpoſes, &c. (Stat. 8 Elz. 3 


Upon which Dr. Heylin obſerves, 1. That if 


the Form of Conſecration, Sc. was not re- 


ftor'd, in Terms fignificant and expreſs, to- 
gether with the Book of Common-Prayer, as a 


Member of it, or, at leaſt, an Appendant to it, 


it was but C ſas omiſſus, being reſtor'd INTEN= 


'TIONALLY, at leaft, F not in Terminis, as plain- 
ly appears by this very Statute: And, 2. That 
though all farther Proceedings againſt the Re- 


cuſants were ſtopp'd for a Time ſpecified, yet 
that was no Determination of the Judges in fa- 


vour of Bonner, but rather, a meer ACT ' o 


Grace or Indulgence of the whole Legiſlature, 


(as Heylin himſelf expreſſeth it); to them of the 


_ Lay, in hope of gaining them, 'by fair Means, 
0 a Senſe of their Duty; to Bonner, and the s 
reſt of the Biſhops, at Men who had ſufficiently 
ufer d upon that Account, by the _— of” their | 
Brfhopricks. 
* This is all that was done in that Caſe; n 
whence the impartial Reader may judge for 


himſelf, whether 77's plain, that Horn had no 
legal Ordination , (as this Gentleman would in- 
85 i; z) and conſequently, that our Church never 
had any ! But, there is good Reaſon to doubt, 


9 thoſe who ſtudy thus to revive and 
propagate ſtale. Objections, and notorious Slan- 


27 her, which have beep {o oftem anſwer'd, Cd 


_ Fi 
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_ plainly detected, are entitled to the Plea of . 


nNuorance, in excuſe of Malice, while they thus 


audaciouſly preſume to falfify, and give the 
Luxx to the e Teſtimony of the Sovereign _ 
and all the Three Eſtates of the Realm, united 

in a full and lawful Parliament, as well as t 
the other authentic Records of both our Church 


and State. 


5 However, this may be e to all who 
diligently ſearch for Truth, that, , ſuppoſing (but 
for Argument-ſake only) that the 

of Horn, and his Brethren, at that Time, had 
been defective in ſome particular Circumſtance, 
or Punctilio of Law, yet it would not follow, | 
that our Church never had any : For, it is a 


— 


onſecration 


known Rule, that every caſual Breach of a E 


| Law or Canon doth not cauſe a Nullity in Ordi- 
nations. And we haye fu perabundant Proofs of 
a regular Succeſſion of the Epiſcopal Order con- 
tinued down to our Days, through the Hands 
of ſeveral Biſhops of other National Churches 


{never yet pretended to have been diſputed) 


who heartily concur d, and actually join d, with 
our Biſhops, in the Conſecration of thoſe from 
whom our Clergy derive their reſpective Cha- 
raters, by a regular, valid, and legal Ordina- 


tion; as hath beengaitly demonſtrated (among 
many other mat Points relating to the pre- 


ſent Controverſy) in the Preface to the laſt 
Edition of Mason's hoo any 9,0 our * 


We before referr'd to, 


PINTS 


